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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 
I Plaintiff-Respondent, I 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
MICHAEL STEVEN REYNOLDS, I 
Supreme Court Case No. 35382 
I Defendant-Appellant. I 
CLERK'S RECORD ON APPEAL 
Appeal from the District Court of the Fourth Judicial District, in and for the County of Ada. 
HONORABLE MIKE WETHERELL 
STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER LAWRENCE G. WASDEN 
ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT 
BOISE, IDAHO BOISE, IDAHO 
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Date: 8/25/2008 Zh Judicial District Court -Ada Count) 
Time: 08:29 AM ROA Report 
Page 1 of 1 Case: CR-MD-2007-0002906 Current Judge: Michael Reardon 
Defendant: Reynolds, Mike Steven 
State of Idaho vs. Mike Steven Reynolds 
Date Code User 
User: CCTHIEBJ 
Judae 
3/5/2007 NEWC 
ARRN 
CHAD 
AMCO 
ARRN 
ARRN 
ORPD 
HRSC 
3/6/2007 MOTN 
NOTC 
RESD 
HRSC ME 
Case Created Michael Reardon 
Case Opened Michael Reardon 
Video Arraignment - 03/05/2007 Michael Reardon 
Charge number 1: Charge Booked by ACSO Michael Reardon 
Charge number 1: Charge Amended by Michael Reardon 
Prosecutor 
Charge number 2: Additional Charge Filed Michael Reardon 
Video Arraignment - Video Arraignment - Michael Reardon 
03/05/2007 
Charge number 1: Charge Filed Cause Found Michael Reardon 
Charge number 2: Charge Filed Cause Found Michael Reardon 
Video Arraignment 
Order Appointing Public Defendei 
Michael Reardon 
Michael Reardon 
Charge number 1: Bond Reduced or Amended to Michael Reardon 
- $1 50000.00 
Event Scheduled - Preliminary Hearing - Michael Reardon 
03/16/2007 
Motion -for Bond Reduction Michael Reardon 
Notice - of Hearing Michael Reardon 
Defendant Request For Discovery Michael Reardon 
Charge number 1: Bond Reduced or Amended to Michael Reardon 
- $100000.00 
Event Scheduled - Preliminary Hearing - 
04/03/2007 
Michael Reardon 
ME Charge number 1: Defendant Bound Over - Michael Reardon 
H0700467 D.O1 
ME Charge number I: Count Bound To - H0700467 Michael Reardon 
D.O1 C.OO1 
Charge number 1: Bond Transferred To - Michael Reardon 
H0700467 D.O1 C.001 
Charge number 2: Count Bound To - H0700467 Michael Reardon 
D.01 C.002 
PHHD ME Preliminary Hearing Michael Reardon 
Date: 8/25/2008 rth Judicial District Court -Ada Count. 
Time: 08:30 AM ROA Report 
Page 1 of 3 Case: CR-FE-2007-0000467 Current Judge: Mike Wetherell 
Defendant: Reynolds, Michael Steven 
User: CCTHIEBJ 
State of Idaho vs. Michael Steven Reynolds 
Date Code User Judge 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
NEWC 
COMM 
Case Created - Bind Over M0702906 
Charge number 1: Committment and Papers 
Charge number 1: Defendant Transferred In - 
M0702906 D.O1 
Charge number 1: Count Bound From - 
M0702906 D.O1 C.OO1 
Charge number 1: Bond Transferred From - 
M0702906 D.O1 C.OO1 
Charge number 2: Count Bound From - 
M0702906 D.O1 C.002 
Event Scheduled - 0900 - 04/12/2007 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
HRSC 
INFO 
ARRN 
CONT 
ARRN 
APNG 
APNG 
JTSC 
HRSC 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
Information and Papers Filed 
Arraignment 
Continued For Plea 
Arraignment - (Con't) 
Charge number 1: Not Guilty Plea 
Charge number 2: Not Guilty Plea 
Jury Trial Set - 08/13/2007 
Event Scheduled - Pre-Trial Conference - 
08/02/2007 
Notice - of Trial Setting & 
Order Gov. Proc. 
NOTC Mike Wetherell 
MOTN 
ORDR 
Motion -for PH Transcripts 
Order - for Prelim Transcrip 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
Statelcity Request for Discovery 
REQD 
REQD 
NOTC 
Statelcity Response to Disc. Req. 
Statelcity Response to Disc. Req. -/Addendum 
Notice - of Preparation of 
Transcript 
MOTN Motion -to Enlarge Time Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
PH Transcript Filed 
Order - Enlarging Time ORDR 
MOTN Motion - To Suppress & 
Memorandum In Suppor 
Pre-Trial Conference 
Jury Trial Set - 10/22/2007 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
CONT 
JTSC 
HRSC Event Scheduled - Pre-Trial Conference - 
1011 112007 
KP States Objection & 
Memorandum In 
Mike Wetherell 
Response To Defends 
Motion To Suppress 
Date: 8/25/2008 nh Judicial District Court -Ada Count. User: CCTHIEBJ 
Time: 08:30 AM ROA Report 
Page 2 of 3 Case: CR-FE-2007-0000467 Current Judge: Mike Wetherell 
Defendant: Reynolds. Michael Steven 
State of Idaho vs. Michael Steven Reynolds 
Date Code User Judge 
8/14/2007 MOTN RC Motion -to Reset Hearing on Mike Wetherell 
Defendant's Motion 
to Suppress 
NOTC RC Notice - of Hearing Mike Wetherell 
HRSC RC Event Scheduled - Hearing - 08/23/2007 Mike Wetherell 
8/23/2007 DO Hearing 
9/5/2007 RC Addendum to 
Defendant's Motion 
to Suppress 
9/14/2007 DO Motion Hearing 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
9/21/2007 DO Memo/Decision/Order Mike Wetherell 
Motn to Suppress 
9/28/2007 REQD KP Statelcity Response to Disc. Req. -/Second Mike Wetherell 
Addendum 
1011 112007 CONT DO Pre-Trial Conference Mike Wetherell 
CPGT DO Charge number 1: Change Plea to Guilty Before Mike Wetherell 
Trial 
CPGT DO Charge number 2: Change Plea to Guilty Before Mike Wetherell 
Trial 
HRSC DO Event Scheduled - Sentencing Hearing - Mike Wetherell 
11/29/2007 
10/17/2007 ORDR DO Order -Authorizing Funds 
for Eval & Access 
11/29/2007 SENT DO Sentence Hearing 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
DO Charge number 1: Retained Jurisdiction - 180 Mike Wetherell 
days 
SNPF DO 
DO 
DO 
DO 
FJDE DO 
SNPF DO 
SNlC DO 
STlP LD 
PRO6 DCOATMAD 
Charge number 1: Sentenced to Fine & Costs - Mike Wetherell 
$97.50 
Charge number 1: Sentenced to Reimburse P D - Mike Wetherell 
$500.00 
Charge number 1: Sentenced to Restitute - Mike Wetherell 
$400.00 
Charge number I: Sentenced to lSCl - 5y 272d Mike Wetherell 
cr 
Charge number 2: Final Judgment, Order or Mike Wetherell 
Decree 
Charge number 2: Sentenced to Fine & Costs - Mike Wetherell 
$72.50 
Charge number 2: Sentenced to Jail - 180d 272d Mike Wetherell 
cr 
Concurrent 
Stipulation -for Plea Agreement Mike Wetherell 
Probation Ordered (137-2732(A) {F) Delivery of Mike Wetherell 
Controlled Substance) Probation term: 4 years 0 
months 0 days. (Felony Probation & Parole) 00005 
Date: 8/25/2008 th Judicial District Court - Ada Count) 
Time: 08:30 AM ROA Report 
Page 3 of 3 Case: CR-FE-2007-0000467 Current Judge: Mike Wetherell 
Defendant: Reynolds, Michael Steven 
User: CCTHIEBJ 
State of Idaho vs. Michael Steven Reynolds 
Date Code User 
LD 
Judge 
Mike Wetherell Judgmt of Conviction 
& Order Retain Juris 
Order -for Restitution and 
Judgment 
Finger Print Card# Sent to BCi - 0100094628 
Hearing Scheduled (Rider Review 05/22/2008 
02:30 PM) 
STATUS CHANGED: Closed pending clerk 
action 
Order to Transport 5/22/08 at 2:30 
Restitution Recommended by the Prosecutor's 
office. 400.00 victim # 1 
Hearing result for Rider Review held on 
05/22/2008 02:30 PM: Hearing Held 
Amended Judgmentsentence modified on 
5/22/2008. (137-2732(A) {F} Delivery of 
Controlled Substance) 
Confinement Option Recorded: Penitentiary 
suspended. Placed on prob 4yrs 
Order Suspending Sentence and Order of 
Probation 
Notice of Appeal 
Order Appointing SAPD 
Amended Notice of Appeal 
Ada I st Past Due Letter - Overdue - Step 1, 
Failure to Pay Fines and Fees - Charge # 2, 
DRUG PARAPHERNALIA POSSESSION OF 
Appearance date: 7/28/2008 
Mike Wetherell ORDR 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell HRSC DCOATMAD 
STAT DCOATMAD Mike Wetherell 
ORDR 
RESR 
DCOATMAD 
PRCOWAJL 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
HRHD DCOATMAD Mike Wetherell 
AMJD DCOATMAD Mike Wetherell 
COPT DCOATMAD Mike Wetherell 
ORDR DCDANSEL Mike Wethereli 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wetherell 
Mike Wethereil 
NOTC 
ORDR 
NOTC 
TCURQUAM 
DCJOHNSi 
CCTHIEBJ 
TCMORGAM 
GREG H. BOWER 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
Kai E. Wittwer 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
200 W. Front Street, Room 3 19 1 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7700 
IN TI% DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THFi STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
Plaintiff, 1 Case No. M0702906 
VS. 1 
1 C O M P L A I N T  
MIKE STEVEN REYNOLDS, 1 
Reynolds's DO) Reynolds's SSN
Defendant. 1 
5 day of March 2007, Kai E. PERSONALLY APPEARED Before me this - 
Wittwer, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, in and for the County of Ada, State of Idaho, who, 
being first duly sworn, complains and says: that MIKE STEVEN REYNOLDS, on or about 
the 3rd day of March, 2007, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did commit the crimes 
of: I. MANUFACTURING A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, FELONY, I.C. $37- 
2732(a) and 11. POSSESSION OF DRUG PARAPHERNALIA, MISDEMEANOR, I.C. 
$37-2734A as follows: 
COMPLAINT (M0702906), Page 1 00007 
COUNT I 
That the Defendant, MIKE STEVEN REYNOLDS, on or about the 3rd day of 
March, 2007, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did unlawfully manufacture a controlled 
substance, to-wit: Marijuana, a Schedule I(d)(19) controlled substance, by growing and 
propagating marijuana plants. 
COUNT I1 
That the Defendant, MIKE STEVEN REYNOLDS, on or about the 3rd day of 
March, 2007, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did possess with the intent to use drug 
paraphernalia, to-wit: a pipe and/or a bong and/or scales, used to inhale and/or weigh a 
controlled substance. 
All of which is contrary to the form, force and effect of the statute in such case and 
against the peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
Said Complainant therefore prays that a Warrant issue for the arrest of the Defendant 
and that MIKE STEVEN REYNOLDS, may be dealt with according to law. 
GREG H. BOWER 
Ada County Prosecutor 
Kai E. Wittwer 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
SUBSCRIBED AND Sworn to before me this - 5day of March, 2007. 
COMPLAINT (M0702906), Page 2 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO, ADA COUNTY, MAGISTRATE DIVISION 
PROBABLE CAUSE FORM 
STATE OF IDAHO CASE NO. 0702.904 . , 
MARILYN EDWARDS CLERK - 
DATE 0.3 10s' /i 2007 - TIME /{ 
PROSECUTOR TOXIMETER 
COMPLAINING WITNESS CASE ID cS- d 30/b7 BEG 
END 
JUDGE STATUS 
BIETER MANWEILER ~ ~ o ~ D ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  KCAWTHON MCDANIEL 
COMSTOCK MINDER COMPLAINT SIGNED 
DAY OTHS C1 AMENDED COMPLAINT SIGNED 
[7 DENNARD C7 REARDON NOPCFOUND 
GARDUNIA SCHMIDT C] EXONERATE BOND 
HANSEN SWAIN C] SUMMONS TO BE ISSUED 
HARRIGFELD WATKINS WARRANT ISSUED 
C7 MacGREGOR-IRBY BOND SET$ 
C] NOCONTACT 
D R  # 
DISMISS CASE 
COMMENTS 
( ) AGENT'S WARRANT 1 ( ) RULE 5 @) 
( ) FUGITIVE 
tq;l.l:'r .., . . . .  .:I.. 11 I::')" .,I I:. ':I '%>I- ::: N'I I: ,.J'l,.j":t(~!;!: 1; t:~l..~~:l~i:K ;: ..... 
. i . . .  , "... ....: 8: r\i~~e!ryl:, J'<;,.i&)c+~;; t : ;~t ,~~l:ol- i~:~n '[:~p,~+l:rl..l (:;lq$y($yp~l;i:~j$!i 
.... ; !::!.!.!:. : .:::.:::i(i:::: ...... ..._ .................................................. .  . ............................................................ ................................................................................................... 
........... (p,..:> ,,;\<,::. 
,.... i i l  ... l[.Ji.i u$:i II::. :: :::,?; ,:;.,: ::,>:; y:;::!<f<f:? 'T':l:t+ili: :: ;!:,;,$,;.;.$(? (:i"lf JI-'r I:' : "' '' '"'?'I!::l:~? :: 
ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys for Defendant 
200 West Front Street, Suite 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephoner (208) 287-7400 
~acsimile: (208) 287-7409 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
1 Case No. M0702906 
Plaintiff, ) 
) MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION 
V S  . ) 
) 
MIKE STEVEN REYNOLDS, ) 
1 
Defendant. 1 
COMES NOW, MIKE STEVEN REYNOLDS, the defendant above-named, 
by and through counsel STEVEN A. BOTIMER, Ada County Public 
Defender's Office, and moves this Court for its ORDER reducing 
bond in the above-entitled matter upon the grounds and for the 
reason that the bond is so unreasonably high that the defendant, 
who is an indigent person without funds, cannot post such a bond 
and that the defendant has thereby been effectively denied his 
right to bail. 
DATED, March 6, 2007. 
STEVEN A. BOTIMER 
Attorney for Defendant 
MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on March 6, 2007, I mailed a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing to the Ada County Prosecuting 
Attorney's office by placing said same in the Interdepartmental 
Mail. 
&&LkL!v)&/ ~tephanie Martinez 
MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION 
CJ3BMIN ADA COUNTY MAGISTRATE MINUTES 3/14/2007 
CCEDWARM 16:37:09 
SCHEDULED EVENT: CLERK : 
Preliminary Hearinq Marilyn Edwards 
IME: 8:30 COURT REPORTER: 
PR/AGY: ~ R O S :  
P.D /ATTORNEY 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
REYNOLDS MIKE STEVEN M0702906.01 - SSN
1 DELIVERY 0 S 37 2732 A F 2 DRUG PARAP S 37 2734 A M 
~ 2 ~ 7  Case Called Def : &resent - Not Pres. 1 1 n  custody 
- Advised of Rights - Waived Rts - PD Appointed - Waived Atty 
- Guilty Plea/PV Admit - N/G Plea - Advise Subsqt Penalty 
- 
Bond $ - ROR - Pay/Stay - Payment Agr 
* 
6947yb * Finish ( ) Release Defendant 
War# M0702963 Def# 01 Seq# 01 Type A Docket# 00013 Rev: 3/97 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO, ADA COUNTY, MAGISTRATE DIVISION 
Criminal Court -Traffic Division 
200 W. Front Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702-7300 
FII.ED 
. . ... . . -. 
MEMO FOR THE RECORD 
Date: ,20 
Case Number: 
Defendant: 
Subject: 
Qma zi; @ L ~ o ,  ~0 00 . 
ADA COUNTY MAGISTRATE MINUTES 
SCHEDULED EVENT: 
Preliminary Hearing 
JUDGE : 
Michael J   ear don 
CLERK : 
Marilyn Edwards 
DATE: 04/03/;2007 TIME: 8:30 COURT REPORTER: a 
TAPE NO: 0403n? PR/AGY: AC 
- o p ; : ~ ~ o ~ ~ ~ ~  - b 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
REYNOLDS MIKE STEVEN M0702906.01 - SSN
1 DELIVERY 0 S 37 2732 A F 2DRUGPARAPS372734A M 
Case Called Def: &Present - Not Pres. . $,In Custody 
- Advised of Rights - Waived Rts - PD Appointed - Waived Atty 
- Guilty Plea/PV Admit - N/G Plea - Advise Subsqt Penalty 
- 
Bond $ - ROR - Pay/Stay - Payment Agr 
* 
/@/ 000 %A& 
* Finish ( ) Release Defendant 
War# M0702916 Def# 01 Seq# 01 Type B Docket# 
00015 Rev: 3/97 
Session: Reardon040307 4 
Session: Reardon040307 Division: Magist Courtroom: CR204 
Session Date: 2007/04/03 Session Time: 08:32 
Judge: Reardon, Michael J. 
Reporter : 
Clerk (s) : 
Edwards, Marilyn 
State Attorneys: 
Armstrong, Shelley 
Atwood, Chris 
Naugle, Brian 
Public Defender(s) : 
Botimer, Steven 
Toothman, Rick 
Prob. Officer (s) : 
Court interpreter (s) : 
Case ID: 0008 
Case Number: M0702906 
Plaintiff: 
Plaintiff Attorney: 
Defendant: Reynolds, Mike Steven 
Co-Defendant (s) : 
Pers. Attorney: 
State Attorney: Atwood, Chris 
Public Defender: Botimer, Steven 
2007/04/03 
13:42:23 - Operator 
Recording: 
13 :42 :23 - New case 
Reynolds, Mike Steven 
13:42:40 - Public Defender: Botimer, Steven 
def present in custody 
13:43:38 - Other: Stiles, Jeff 
Sworn. 
13:43:43 - State Attorney: Atwood, Chris 
Direct examination of witness. 
Session: Reardon040307 4 
13:43:50 - Other: Stiles, Jeff 
Boise Police Narcotics dective 
13:44:27 - Other: Stiles, Jeff 
3/3/07 got a search warrant after responding to a sids death 
at 6501 Poplar 
13:45:12 - Other: Stiles, Jeff 
tubs with marijana plants growing, 2 baggies of marijuana, 
pipes 
13:46:50 - Other: Stiles, Jeff 
witness ID def 
13:47:40 - Other: Stiles, Jeff 
field tested the baggies of marijuana & tested positive 
13:48:12 - Public Defender: Botimer, Steven 
Cross-examination of the witness. 
13:53:11 - Other: Stiles, Jeff 
Nothing further, witness steps down. 
13:53:15 - State Attorney: Atwood, Chris 
SE#! offered 
13:53:25 - Public Defender: Botimer, Steven 
no obj 
13:53:32 - Judge: Reardon, Michael J. 
SE#1 admitted 
13:54:43 - Judge: Reardon, Michael J. 
B/O Wetherell 4/12/07 @9:00am H0700467 comm signed State Si 
gns for exhibit 
13:55:43 - General: 
Time stamp 
13:55:46 - Operator 
Stop recording : 
,.. . .... .~ . . . .. .. .. .... ... ... , . . ,  ...~.. -. . .~  .. ... ..~ ~~.~ . . ~  ~ . . . 
GREG H. BOWER 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
Christopher S. Atwood 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
200 W. Front Street, Room 3 191 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Phone: 287-7700 
Fax: 287-7709 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, j Case NO. M0702906 I 
) 
VS. ) C O M M I T M E N T  
) Defendant's DOB
MIKE STEVEN REYNOLDS, 1 Defendant's SSN:
Defendant. 1 
THF, ABOVE NAMED DEFENDANT, MIKE STEVEN REYNOLDS, 
been brought before this Court for a Preliminary Examination on the 5 day of 
2007, on a charge that the Defendant on or about the 3rd day of March 2007, in the 
County of Ada, State of Idaho, did c o d t  the crimes of: I. MANUFACTURING A 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, FELONY, I.C. $37-2732(a) and II. POSSESSION OF 
DRUG PARAPHERNALIA, MISDEMEANOR, I.C. $37-2734A, as follows: 
COMMITMENT (REYNOLDS), Page I 
COUNT I 
That the Defendant, MIKE STEVEN REYNOLDS, on or about the 3rd day of 
March 2007, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did unlawhlly manufacture a 
controlled substance, to-wit: Marijuana, a Schedule I(d)(19) controlled substance, by 
growing and propagating marijuana plants. 
COUNT I1 
That the Defendant, MIKE STEVEN REYNOLDS, on or about the 3rd day of 
March 2007, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did possess with the intent to use 
drug paraphernalia, to-wit: a pipe and/or a bong andlor scales, used to inhale and/or 
weigh a controlled substance. 
The Defendant having so appeared and havin@aving waived preliminary 
examination, the Court sitting as a Committing Magistrate finds that the offenses charged 
as set forth has been committed in Ada County, Idaho, and that there is sufficient cause to 
believe that the Defendant is guilty of committing the offenses as charged. 
WHEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the Defendant be held to answer to the 
District Court of the Fourth Judicial District of the State of Idaho, in and for the County 
of Ada, to the charge herein set forth, Bail is set in the sum of $ /O Of- = 
DATED this 3 day of 2007. 
COMMITMENT (REYNOLDS), Page 2 
\fl 
-@ 
&Q \', 
GREG BOWER 
J. DAVID NAVARRO, Clerk 
By s. RILEY 
DEPUTY 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
200 W. Front Street, Room 3191 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Phone: 287-7700 
Fax: 287-7709 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
1 
Plaintiff, ) CaseNo. H0700Lt(o7 
1 
VS. 4 4  ) I N F O R M A T I O N  
kt ricrcel / ) 
MEE STEVEN REYNOLDS, ) Defendant's DO
) Defendant's SSN
Defendant. 1 
1 
GREG H. BOWER, Prosecuting Attorney, in and for the County of Ada, State 
of Idaho, who in the name and by the authority of the State, prosecutes in its behalf, 
comes now into District Court of the County of Ada, and states that MIKE STEVEN 
REYNOLDS is accused by this Information of the crimes of: I. MANUFACTURING 
A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, FELONY, I.C. $37-2732(a) and 11. POSSESSION 
OF DRUG PARAPHERNALIA, MISDEMEANOR, I.C. $37-2734A, which crimes 
were committed as follows: 
& INFORMATION (REYNOLDS), Page 1 
COUNT I 
pqtykse\ W- 
That the Defendant, STEVEN REYNOLDS, on or about the 3rd day of 
March 2007, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did unlawfully manufacture a 
controlled substance, to-wit: Marijuana, a Schedule I(d)(19) controlled substance, by 
growing and propagating marijuana plants. 
COUNT I1 
That the Defendant, y&eL -'+ STEVEN REYNOLDS, on or about the 3rd day of 
March 2007, in the County of Ada, State of Idaho, did possess with the intent to use 
drug paraphernalia, to-wit: a pipe and/or a bong and/or scales, used to inhale andlor 
weigh a controlled substance. 
All of which is contrary to the form, force and effect of the statute in such case 
and against the peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. !I 
i 
GREGB, BOWER 
Ada Cpunty Prosecuting Attorney 
I 
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J. DAVID NAVARRO, Clerk 
By R. CAUAHAN 
DEPUTY 
ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys for Defendant 
200 West Front Street, Suite 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7400 
Facsimile: (208) 287-7409 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. H0700467 
Plaintiff, ) 
) MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY 
vs . ) HEARING TRANSCRIPTS 
) 
MIKE STEVEN REYNOLDS, 1 
) 
Defendant. 1 
COMES NOW, MIKE STEVEN REYNOLDS, the defendant above-named, 
by and through counsel NICHOLAS L. WOLLEN, Ada County Public 
Defender's Office, and moves this Court pursuant to ICR 5.1 (d) 
for an ORDER providing typewritten transcripts of the 
preliminary hearing proceedings, which were held April 3, 2007, 
as they are essential and necessary for filing of pretrial 
motions. The defendant, being indigent, also requests that the 
P MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY HEARING TWSCRIPTS 
transcripts be prepared at the cost of Ada County, and as soon 
as possible. 
Due date: May 25, 2007. 
DATED, April 25, 2007. 
Attorney for Defendant 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HERBBY CERTIFY, that on this =& day of April 2007, 1 
mailed a true and correct copy of the foregoing to the Ada 
County Transcript Coordinator, Rae Ann Nixon, by placing said 
same in the Interdepartmental Mail. 
MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY HEARING TRANSCRIPTS 2 
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NICHOLAS L. WOLLEN 
Attorney for Defendant 
,200 West Front Street, Suite 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7400 
Facsimile: (208) 287-7409 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. H0700467 
Plaintiff, ) 
) ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY 
VS . ) HEARING TRANSCRIPTS 
) 
MIKE STEVEN REYNOLDS, ) 
) 
Defendant. 1 
For good cause appearing, this Court hereby grants the 
defendant's MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY HEARING TRANSCRIPTS. 
Pursuant to ICR 5.l(d), typewritten transcripts of the 
preliminary hearing proceedings in this action shall be prepared 
at the expense of Ada County, and as soon as possible. 
DATED, this a day of April 2007. 
~isprict Judge 
CC: Transcripts 
ORDER FOR PRELIMINARY HEARING TRANSCRIPTS 
ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys for Defendant 
200 West Front Street, Suite 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7400 
Facsimile: (208) 287-7409 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 1 
) Case No. H0700467 
Plaintiff , ) 
) MOTION TO ENLARGE TIME 
VS . ) 
) 
MIKE STEVEN REYNOLDS, 1 
) 
Defendant. 1 
COMES NOW, MIKE STEVEN REYNOLDS, the defendant above-named, 
by and through counsel NICHOLAS L. WOLLEN, Ada County Public 
Defender's Office, and moves this Court pursuant to ICR 12(d) 
for its ORDER extending the time set forth for filing pretrial 
motions. 
A transcript of the preliminary hearing was requested April 
26, 2007, and was granted by the Court on April 27, 2007. 
ec MOTfON TO ENLARGE TIME 
However, the transcription department filed NOTICE OF 
PREPARATION OF TRANSCRIPT on July 9, 2007. 
WHEREFORE, upon the grounds and for the reasons contained 
herein, the defendant asks this Court for an ORDER extending the 
pre-trial motion deadline from July 23, 2007, to one to two 
weeks before trial. 
DATED, this (Z day of July 2007. 
Attorney for ~e fendakt 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this - /z day of July 2007, I 
mailed a true and correct copy of the foregoing to: 
HEATHER REILLY a U.S. MAIL 
DEPUTY PROSECUTOR DELIVERED 
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF 
ADA COUNTY PROSECUTOR'S OFFICE 
MOTION TO ENLARGE TIME 
R E C E I V E D  
Ada County Clerk 
ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys for Defendant 
200 West Front Street, Suite 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7400 
Facsimile: (208) 287-7409 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO. 
Plaintiff, 
) 
) Case No. H0700467 
VS . ) 
) 
MIKE STEVEN REYNOLDS, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
ORDER ENLARGING TIME 
For good cause appearing, this Court hereby grants the 
defendant's MOTION TO ENLARGE TIME. The time set forth for 
filing pre-trial motions in the above case number shall be 
extended from July 23, 2007, to Td L, 2007. 
SO ORDERED AND DATED, this fi'day of July 2007. 
i 
1" istrict Judge 
NO. . ,. 
FILED 
A.M P.M..-3.5. 
9. DAVID NAVAHAO ((G?~?, 
By KATIE PESArqlr 
OEPVTV 
ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys for Defendant 
200 West Front Street, Suite 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7400 
Facsimile: (208) 287-7409 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
1 Case No. H0700467 
Plaintiff , 1 
) MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
vs . ) AND MEMORANDUM IN 
) SUPPORT THEREOF 
MICHAEL STEVEN REYNOLDS, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW, MICHAEL STEVEN REYNOLDS, the defendant above- 
named, by and through counsel, NICHOLAS L. WOLLEN, Ada County 
Public Defender's Office, and moves this Court pursuant to SCR 
12 (b)(3) for its Order suppressing all evidence, including but 
not limited to items identified as marijuana plants and 
marijuana paraphernalia found in the defendant's residence on or 
about March 3, 2007, illegally seized by authorities. Said 
illegal search violates the defendant's Fourth Amendment right 
I 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS AND MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT THEREOF 
under the United States Constitution and Article I, section 17, 
of the Idaho Constitution. The Defendant's motion is factually 
based. A preliminary hearing was held on April 3rd, 2007. The 
Defendant was bound over to District Court, he was arraigned, 
and entered a plea of "not guilty." The defendant's Motion to 
Suppress and Memorandum in Support Thereof follow. 
I. BRIEF SUMMARY OF FACTS 
The defendant was one of four adult individuals who resided 
at a residential structure at 6501 poplar in Boise on March 3, 
2007. On that day, Boise Police responded to a 911 call 
concerning the death of an infant at said address. The 
defendant had been sharing common areas of the house with the 
other people, two of which were identified as Steve Graff and 
Angie Warrell, the parents of the deceased child. The living 
arrangement in the house consisted of three separate bedrooms, 
all considered by the tenants and their landlord to be separate 
residences, all being affixed with locking doors to prevent 
intrusion by other tenants. The defendant and the other tenants 
of the house shared common areas such as a kitchen and a living 
room. 
Upon arrival by police, an investigation was begun to 
ascertain the circumstances surrounding the death of the child 
in the basement residence. During this investigation, police 
found indicia of the use of methamphetamine while searching the 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS AND MXMORANDUM IN SUPPORT THEREOF 2 
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basement residence. The defendant was questioned by police 
concerning his knowledge of the circumstances of the child's 
death, and about the perceived odor of marijuana emanating from 
somewhere in the upstairs of the house. The defendant informed 
officers of the living arrangements, including the separate 
residences within the house and notified them that he would not 
allow them to search his locked room without a warrant. Some 
time later, the defendant was provided service of a search 
warrant signed by an unidentified Magistrate on that day 
(Attached as Exhibit "A"). 
The defendant read the warrant, and informed officers that 
---I 
he was still reluctant to allow access to search. police / 
informed the defendant that upon service of the warrant, they / 
~ 6 " f  , , 
were going to search the room despite the defendant's 
objections, and would physically remove or break the door 
facilitate the search. The defendant provided police with 
key to his locked room and the search began. As a result, 
police located items identified as growing marijuana plants and 
other material associated with the harvesting of marijuana. 
11. ARGUMENT 
A) The March 3lSt Warrant to  search the premises of 
6501 Poplar Street was overly broad, and thus 
violated the le t ter  and Spirit  of the 4fi; 
Amendment of the U.S. Constitution 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS AND MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT THEREOF 
The warrant authorizing search of said building did 
describe in particular items such as marijuana plants, infant 
bedding, medicines, etc. However, it does not describe the 
locations within the structure where the listed individual items 
are suspected of being, or why several of the items listed act 
as indicia of criminal conduct necessary to provide probable 
cause for the search. Further, neither the warrant or the 
affidavit in support thereof (Attached as Exhibit "B") list the 
names of the individual tenants to the building, other than the 
parents of the deceased child. Nor did they make reference to 
the fact known to police at the time of the submission of the 
warrant for signature, that the building did contain the private 
residences of a number of separate tenants, or that the Police 
had no probable cause to suspect any criminal activity in at 
least one of the tenant rooms. In fact, a fourth tenant of the 
house, unidentified in the warrant, affidavit, and police report 
had his residence subject to search in the overly broad warrant, 
although it was clear to defendant that the police actually 
suspected no criminal activity to be taking place in his 
individual residence. 
The Fourth Amendment of the United States Constitution 
guarantees every citizen the right to be free of unreasonable 
searches and seizures. Its purpose is "to impose a standard of 
'reasonableness' upoil the exercise of discretion by government 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS AND MEMO RAND^ IN SUPPORT THEREOF 00034 4 
officials, in order to safeguard the privacy and security of 
individuals against arbitrary invasions." Delaware v. Proust, 
440 U.S. 648, 653-54 (1979). The Warrant Clause of the Fourth 
Amendment categorically prohibits the issuance of any warrant 
except one "particularly describing the place to be searched and 
the persons or things to be seized." The manifest purpose for 
this particularity requirement is to prevent general searches. 
By limiting the authorization to search to the specific areas 
and things for which there is probable cause to search, the 
requirement ensures that the search will be carefully tailored 
to its justifications, and will not take on the character of the 
wide-ranging exploratory ' searches the Framers intended to 
pr0hibj.t. Maryland v. Garrison, 480 U.S. 79 (1987), citing 
Andresen v. Maryland, 427 U.S. 463, 480 (1976); Stanley v. 
Georgia, 394 U.S. 557-572 (1969) (Stewart, J., concurring in 
result); Stanford v. Texas, 379 U.S. 476, 481-482, 485 (1965); 
Go-Bart Importing Co. V United States, 282 U.S. 344, 357 (1981) ; 
Marron v. United States, 275 U.S. 192, 195-196 (1927). 
In Garrison, the Court found that a search of a residence 
outside the intended scope of an otherwise valid search warrant 
was Constitutionally allowable only because police had acted in 
good faith while exercising the warrant and at the time, police 
had no knowledge, or reason to believe that they were searching 
a residence not intended by the warrant 
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Though 6501 Poplar appeared from the outside to be a single 
residence on the day of the warrant and search, indeed there 
were multiple independent residences inside the house, the 
tenants had no familial connection and had separate rental 
agreements with their landlord, and the tenants had no 
permission to enter or access each others' private residences. 
These were all facts known to police at the time of the 
submission of the warrant for signature. 
Due to the existence of these facts and police knowledge t9 
thereof, the search must be equated to one of separate 
apartments within an apartment building, at least as it concerns 
the tenants' private residences/rooms. Courts have routinely 
differentiated between allowable searches where suspicion of 
criminal activity can be articulated by police in all separate 
rooms in a given building and Constitutionally invalid blanket 
searches of buildings containing separate residences when 
probable cause only exists for some potion of that building and 
some number of those individual residences. People v. Martin, 
70 Ill. App. 3d 36, 26 Ill. Dec. 654, 388 N.E. 2d 278 (1979); 
Figert v. State, 686 N.E. 2d 827 (Ind. 1997); "A warrant 
authorizing entry into all apartments in a multiple dwelling 
house when probable cause has been shown to for the search of 
only one of them does not satisfy the particularity iequikement 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS AM) MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT THEREOF 
of the Fourth Amendment." United States v. Busk, 693 F.2d 28 
(3d Circuit, 1982). 
The totality of the circumstances in the case show that the 
while officers had located items clearly indicating criminal 
activity in the house prior to the application for the warrant, 
these items. such as material associated with the use of 
methamphetamine were found in the basement residence at 6501 
Poplar. Police knew this to be a residence separate from the 
other two residences upstairs in the house. While officers 
claimed to have smelled the odor of marijuana growing in the 
house, there was no evidence to suggest where in the house the 
marijuana was being grown. Police submitted the warrant for 
signature not making the Magistrate aware that police knew that 
there were a number of separate residences in the house, or that 
there was no apparent connection between the marijuana being 
grown and the death of the infant referred to in the affidavit. 
111. CONCLUSION 
The defendant asks this Honorable Court for an order 
suppressing said evidence and requests a hearing in this matter. 
The defendant further asks the Court grant him permission to 
file any and all other documentation if necessary before or at 
the time of said hearing with proper notice being granted to the 
State. 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS AND MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT THEREOF 
DATED, t h i s  3~ day o f  J u l y  2007. 
Attorney f& Defendant t! 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY, t h a t  on t h i s  30 day  o f  J u l y  2007, I 
m a i l e d  a  t r u e  and  c o r r e c t  copy of  t h e  f o r e g o i n g  t o :  
HEATHER REILLY U.S. MAIL 
DEPUTY PROSECUTOR HAND DELIVERED 
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF FACSIMILE 
ADA COUNTY PROSECUTOR'S OFFICE INTERDEPARTMENTAL MAIL 
bs)n*- J a c o b  R .  P r e c h t  
MOTION TO SUPPRESS AND MEMORANDUM I N  SUPPORT THEREOF 

GREG H. BOWER 
Ada County hosecuting Attorney 
Roger Bourne 
Deputy hosecuting Attorney 
200 W. Front Street, Room 3 191 
Boise, ID 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7700 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
IN THE MATTER OF THE 
APPLICATION FOR SEARCH WARRANT 
1 
SEARCH WARRANT. ) 
) 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, TO ANY SHERIFF, CONSTABLE, MARSHAL OR 
POLICEMAN IN THE COUNTY OF ADA: 
PROOF, by Amdavit, having been this day laid before me by Detective Jeff Stiles of the 
Boise City Police Department, showing that evidence of certain crimes, to-wit: possession of 
methamphetamine, possession of marijuana, and possession of paraphernalia for the use of 
controlled substances, and injury to child including methamphetamine, marijuana, and 
paraphernalia, items used for the cultivation of marijuana plants including light fixtures, pots, 
potting soil, fertilizers, power adapters and accompanying cords, electric ballasts, and marijuana 
plants including trimmed leaves, seeds and harvested marijuana buds, also, lists or ledgers, 
currency or packaging materials, indicia of ownership or occupancy of the residence, infant 
bedding, bottles, photographs, infant formula, diapers, medicines, babies toys, pacifier, are'located 
in the following described premises to-wit: 6501 W Poplar Street, Boise, Ada County, Idaho, being 
a single family, single story, with basement residence. The residence faces North, is blue in color 
SEARCH WARRANT, Page 1 
with the numbers 6501 near the fiont door. The residence is between Liberty and Raymond streets 
r 
on Poplar. There are two vehicles in the driveway, one is a white Ford and the other is a blue Ford. 
Boise Police Officers are on scene. 
YOU ARE THEREFORE COMMANDED, at any time of the day or night, to make 
immediate search of the above-described premises for the property described above and to seize the 
property on the Search Warrant AfEdavit filed herein. 
Return to this Warrant is to be made to the above-entitled Court within 14 days ffom the 
date hereof. 
3 GIVEN under my hand and dated this -day of, 200F 
Day or Nighttime Service 
. 
SEARCH WARRANT, Page 2 
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t 
(;REG H. BOWER 
P .Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
Roger Bourne 
Deputy Prosecuting Attomey 
200 W. Front Street, Room 3 191 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Phone: 287-7700 
Fax: 287-7709 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
IN THE MATTER OF THE ) 
1 AFFIDAVIT FOR 
APPLICATION FOR SEARCH ) SEARCH WARRANT 
) 
WARRANT. ) 
) 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss: 
County of Ada ) 
Jeff Stiles, detective, Boise Police Department, being first duly sworn, deposes and says: 
That he is a duly appointed, qualified, and acting peace officer within the County of Ada, 
State of Idaho, and that he has reason to believe that certain evidence of a crime, to-wit: 
possession of methamphetamine, possession of marijuana, and possession of paraphernalia for the 
use of controlled substances, and injmy to child, including methamphetamine, marijuana, and 
paraphernalia, items used for the cultivation of marijuana plants including light fixtures, pots, 
potting soil, fertilizers, power adapters and accompanying cords, electric ballasts, and marijuana 
plants including trimmed leaves, seeds and harvested marijuana buds, also, lists or ledgers, 
currency or packaging materials, indicia of ownership or occupancy of the residence, infant 
bedding, bottles, photographs, infant formula, diapers, medicines, babies toys, pacifier, are located 
in the following described premises to-wit: 6501 W Poplar Street, Boise, Ada County, Idaho, being 
a single family, single story, with basement residence. The residence faces North, is blue in color 
with the numbers 6501 near the kont door. The residence is between Liberty and Raymond streets 
AFTDAVIT FOR SEARCH WARRANT, Page 1 
on Poplar. There are two vehicles in the driveway, one is a white Ford and the other is a blue Ford. 
Boise Police Officers are on scene. 
That he has probable cause to believe and is positive the same is true because of the 
following facts of which he has personal knowledge: Your affiant, Jeff Stiles, is a detective with 
the Boise City Police Department and has been so employed for eleven years. Your affiant is 
currently assigned to investigate controlled substance violations. Your affiant was informed on 
the morning of March 3,2007, by Boise Detective Sergeant Hanington that a deceased infant had 
been reported at the above address. Through investigation this affiant found that Steve Graf and 
Angel Warrell had reported that their two month old baby appeared to be deceased. Patrol 
officers had responded along with emergency medical personnel. The child did appear to be 
dead, but was transported from the residence. Graf and Warrell advised that they were the 
parents of the child. Your affiant observed that Graf and Warrell lived in the basement of the 
residence on the bottom bed of a bunk bed. Y o u  affiant observed that there were three visible 
spoons on the top bunk that had what appeared to be methamphetamine residue on them. A field 
test kit confirmed the presumptive presence of methamphetamine. Your affiant is trained in the 
use of the field test kit and believes it to be reliable. Your affiant also smelled the odor of 
growing marijuana in the residence, apparently coming from an upstairs bedroom that is locked. 
Your affiant knows that the items described above are associated with the growing of marijuana 
plants. Your affiant recognizes the smell of marijuana plants based upon his training and 
experience. 
Your affiant was told by Detective Angela Munson that the baby's body was in full rigor 
moms when the officers arrived. Detective Munson said she spoke with Deputy Coroner 
Christensen who advised the infant had lividity and that the child had been dead for approximately 
seven hours to twelve hours prior to his arrival at the residence where he observed the child at 0945 
a.m. on today's date. Detective Munson believes that the baby had been dead for up to twelve 
hours prior to the report to law enforcement. Detective Munson believes that the presence of 
controlled substances in the residence likely contributed to the death of the baby. Detective Munson 
desires that the child's bedding and other items described above be seized for testing in connection 
with the child's death. Due to the ehild's rigor, together with the controlled substances, Detective 
Munson believes the felony crime of injury to child has been committed by Graf and ~ a r r e l l .  
- A m  FOR SEARCH WARRANT, Page 2 
OQid4.Q 
THEREFORE, your &ant has probable cause and is positive that said property described 
herein is concealed within the above described premises/motor vehicle, outbuildings and grounds 
thereof, and therefore prays that a Search Warrant be issued. 
COUNTY WPDA 9 33. 
1. J. DMNlvaano, Ckik G! nu Di2:A:i Cot3 d P'e ioarb? 
JudM8.l D;u% d %a:% c: Ieia h x$:( ii..? WJC?$ 
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Case number: H0700467 
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Defendant: ~eynol&s, Michael 
Co-Def endant (s) : 
Pers. Attorney: 
State Attorney: Dunn, Shawna 
Public Defender: Wollen, Nick 
2007/08/02 
14:42:36 - Operator 
Recording: 
14:42:36 - New case 
Reynolds, Michael 
14:42:52 - Judge: Wetherell, Mike 
Ct calls case; def present in custody w/counsel 
14:43:01 - Public Defender: Wollen, Nick 
Matter has not resolved - -  filed motion to suppress and memo in support 
14:43:16 - Public Defender: Wollen, Nick 
thereof 
14:43:29 - Public Defender: Wollen, Nick 
Adv Ct def will not waive his speedy trial rights 
14:43:58 - State Attorney: Dunn, Shawna 
Requests setting before Oct 4 
14:46:08 - Judge: Wetherell, Mike 
Discussion re: setting matter for suppression hearing before trial 
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14:46:30 - Public Defender: Wollen, Nick 
Adv Ct def will waive his speedy trial rights 
14:50:06 - Defendant: Reynolds, Michael 
Waives speedy trial rights 
14:51:34 - Judge: Wetherell, Mike 
Jury trial oct 22, 2007 at 9:00 - -  pretrial Oct 11, 2007 at 1:30 - -  motn 
14:51:51 - Judge: Wetherell, Mike 
suppress Aug 31, 2007 at 3:30 
14:52:39 - operator 
Stop recording: 
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A.M.-.------- 
GREG H. BOWER 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
Heather C. Reilly 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
200 W. Front Street, Room 3 191 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Phone: 287-7700 
Fax: 287-7709 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
1 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 1 
1 Case No. H0700467 Plaintiff, ) STATE'S OBJECTION 
VS . ) AND MEMORANDUM 
MICHAEL STEVEN REYNOLDS, 1 IN RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION 
Defendant. 1 TO SUPPRESS 
1 
COMES NOW, Heather C. Reilly, Deputy Ada County Prosecuting 
Attorney, in and for the County of Ada, State of Idaho, and OBJECTS to the 
Defendant's Motion to Suppress and provides the following memorandum in 
response. 
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FACTS 
A two (2) page affidavit was presented to Judge Michael Oths on March 3, 
2007, in support of the application for a search warrant to search a single family, 
single story (with basement) residence located at 6501 W. Poplar Street, in Boise 
Ada County, Idaho. Further, a detailed description of the location of the residence 
was provided. The affidavit stated that the affiant had probable cause to believe 
that evidence of the crime(s) of possession of methamphetamine, possession of 
marijuana, possession of paraphernalia and injury to child were located inside the 
residence. The affiant went on to specifically list among other things: marijuana 
and items used for the cultivation of marijuana plants as items believed to be 
inside the residence. (Defense Exhibit B, p. 1, attached to Defense Motion to 
Suppress). 
The affiant, Detective Jeff Stiles of the Boise Police Department, an officer 
of eleven (1 1) years specifically assigned to investigate controlled substance 
violations was legally present inside the residence at 6501 Poplar during an 
investigation regarding a deceased infant. Detective Stiles reported in the affidavit 
that the parents of the child appeared to live in the basement of the home. In the 
basement, on the top bunk of bunk beds, Detective Stiles observed three (3) 
spoons that appeared to contain methamphetamine residue. The spoons were 
subject to a field test kit that confirmed the presence of methamphetamine. 
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Further, Detective Stiles could smell the odor of marijuana coming from an 
upstairs locked bedroom. 
The affidavit specified that Detective Stiles recognized the smell of 
marijuana plants based upon his training and experience. In addition, Detective 
Stiles received information from Detective Angie Munson who believed that the 
presence of controlled substances in the residence likely contributed to the death 
of the baby. (Defense Exhibit B, p. 2, attached to Defense Motion to Suppress). 
In this case, the evidence seized and sought to be suppressed includes 
approximately fifteen (15) growing marijuana plants located inside three (3) 
Rubbermaid totes. These items were located inside the Defendant's bedroom, 
specifically in a closet area that was sheeted off with black plastic. Above each 
tote there was a "grow light". Also located in the bedroom were two (2) baggies 
of marijuana located on the floor next to a "Marijuana Grower's Bible". 
(Preliminary Hearing Transcript p. 6, lines 11-22). 
ISSUE 
The Magistrate Had a Substantial Basis for Concluding that Probable Cause 
Existed to Order the Seizure of Items Particularly Described in the Search Warrant 
ARGUMENT 
I. BURDEN OF PROOF AND STANDARD OF REVIEW 
When a search is conducted pursuant to a warrant, the burden of proof is on 
the defendant to show that the search was invalid. State v. Carlson, 134 Idaho 
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471, 475, 4 P.3d 1122, 1126 (Ct.App. 2000), reh'g denied, review denied, citing 
State v. Kelly, 106 Idaho 268,275, 678 P.2d 60,67 (Ct.App.1984). 
Furthermore, in Idaho it has been long held that in evaluating whether the 
magistrate had a substantial basis for concluding that probable cause existed, great 
deference is paid to the magistrate's determination, and the test for reviewing the 
magistrate's action is whether he or she abused his or her discretion in finding that 
probable cause existed. Td. at 474, 475, 4 P. 3d at 1125-1 126, citing Illinois v. 
Gates. 462 U.S. 213, 236, 239, 103 S.Ct. 2317, 2331, 2332, 76 L.Ed.2d 527, 546, 
548 (1983); State v. Josevhson, 123 Idaho 790,792, 852 P.2d 1387, 1389 (1993); 
State v. Lang, 105 Idaho 683, 684, 672 P.2d 561, 562 (1983), State v. Wilson, 130 
Idaho 213, 215, 938 P.2d 1251, 1253 (Ct.App.1997); State v. Holman, 109 Idaho 
382, 387, 707 P.2d 493, 498 (Ct.App.1985). When deciding whether probable 
cause exists, 
"The task of the issuing magistrate is simply to make a practical, 
commonsense decision whether, given all the circumstances set forth 
in the affidavit before him [or her], including the "veracity" and 
"basis of knowledge" of persons supplying hearsay information, 
there is a fair probability that contraband or evidence of a crime will 
be found in a particular place. 
Carlson, 134 Idaho at 475, 4 P.3d at 1126, quoting Gates, 462 U.S. at 238, 103 
S.Ct. at 2332,76 L.Ed.2d at 548. See also Wilson, 130 Idaho at 215,938 P.2d at 
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"A magistrate Judge's decision to issue a search warrant is necessarily 
guided by the information presented regarding the specific offense which was 
allegedly committed. In essence, the nature of the offense is the foundation upon 
which the need for the search warrant is conducted." United States v. Abbell, 963 
F.Supp. 1178, 1185 (S.D.Fla. 1997), quoted by U.S. v. Maali, 346 F.Supp.2d 
1226, 1239-40 (M.D. Fla 2004). 
The issuing magistrate judge's determination that probable cause existed 
for a search warrant is entitled to deference. At 1238. The Supreme Court has 
repeatedly said that "after-the-fact scrutiny by courts of the sufficiency of an 
affidavit should not take the form of de novo review. A magistrate's 
'determination of probable cause should be paid great deference by reviewing 
courts."' Id., quoting Illinois v. Gates, 462 U.S. 213, 103 S.Ct. 2317, 76 L.Ed.2d 
527 (1983). Furthermore, courts have stated, "the practical nature of the 
magistrate's decision justifies 'great deference' upon review and calls for 
upholding the magistrate's findings even in marginal or doubtful cases." &&,&, 
346 F.Supp.2d at 1239, quoting U.S. v. Nixon, 918 F.2d 895, 900 (1 lth Cir. 1990), 
quoting Illinois v. Gates, 462 U.S. 213, 238-39, 103 S.Ct. 2317, 76 L.Ed.2d 527 
(1983), and U.S. v. Lockett, 674 F.2d 843,845 (1 1" Cir. 1982)). 
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11. SEIZED ITEMS WERE SPECIFICALLY DESCRIBED IN THE SEARCH 
WARRANT, THEIR SEIZURE WAS SUPPORTED BY PROBABLE CAUSE 
IN THE AFFIDAVIT. AND THE SCOPE OF THE SEARCH WAS LIMITED 
BY PROBABLE CAUSE UPON WHICH THE WARRANT WAS BASED 
The affidavit stated that the evidence sought would likely be located within 
the residence. The affiant justified the seizure of these items by explaining that in 
the context of an investigation into a deceased infant he had observed items related 
to possession and/or use of methamphetamines and that he could smell marijuana 
coming from an upstairs bedroom. The plain view doctrine has been extended to 
the identification of incriminating evidence by the sense of smell. There is no 
reasonable expectation of privacy in odors emanating from private property, which 
are detected by an officer who is lawfully located in a particular area as Detective 
Stiles was in this case. State v. Rigoulot, 123 Idaho 267, 846 P.2d 918 (Ct.App. 
1992); United States v. Ventresca, 380 U.S. 102,85 S.Q. 741 (1965). 
The magistrate may draw reasonable inferences from the affidavit including 
inferences about where the evidence or contraband might be located based on the 
type of offense and nature of evidence. Illinois v. Gates, 462 U.S. 213, 103 S.Ct. 
2317, 76 L.Ed.2d 527 (1983); State v. Wilson, 120 Idaho 643, 818 P.3d 347 
(Ct.App. 1991); State v. Molina, 125 Idaho 637,873 P.2d 891 (Ct. App. 1993). 
111. BREADTH AND PARTICULARITY 
The law requires that the warrant must be fashioned in such a way to 
"enable the searcher to reasonably ascertain and identify the things which are 
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authorized to be seized." State v. Weimer, 133 Idaho 442,446,988 P.2d 216, 220 
(Ct.App.1999), quoting United States v. Cook, 657 F.2d 730, 733 (5" Cir.1981). 
"In order for a search to be reasonable, the warrant must be specific. Specificity 
has two aspects: particularity and breadth. Particularity is the requirement that the 
warrant must clearly state what is sought. 
In this case, the affidavit and warrant specify the illegal controlled 
substance evidence sought. Breadth deals with the requirement that the scope of 
the warrant be limited by the probable cause on which the warrant is based." U.S. 
v. Maali, 346 F.Supp.2d 1226, 1239 (M.D.Fla. 2004), quoting Does I Through IV 
v. United States (In re Grand Jury Subpoenas Dated December 10, 19871, 926 
F.2d 847, 856-57 (9" Cir.1985) (omitting citations). 
Idaho courts have held that the specific problem that the particularity 
requirement guards against "is the 'general warrant' abhorred by the colonists, and 
the problem is not that of intrusion per se, but of a general, exploratory rummaging 
in a person's belongings." Weimer, 133 Idaho at 449, 998 P.2d at 223, quoting 
Coolidge v. New Hampshire, 403 U.S. 443,467, 91 S.Ct. 2022, 2038,29 L.Ed.2d 
564, 583 (1971). The Idaho Court of Appeals has stated "a warrant accomplishes 
this objective by requiring a particular description of the things to be seized." && 
The warrant need only be "reasonably specific, rather than elaborately 
detailed, and the required specificity varies depending on the circumstances of the 
case and the type of items involved." U.S. v. Lacy, 119 F.3d 742, 746 (gth Cir. 
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1997), quoting U.S. v. Rude, 88 F.3d 1538, 1151 (gth Cir. 1996), quoting U.S. v. 
Spilotro, 800 F.2d 959, 963 (9" Cir.1986). 
In this case, law enforcement officers were searching for illegal controlled 
substances including evidence of cultivation of marijuana. The affidavit and 
warrant were reasonably specific and precluded the "general rummaging of a 
persons belongings." Detective Stiles smelled the odor of marijuana coming from 
the Defendant's bedroom and included that assertion in his affidavit for the search 
warrant. In the language of the affidavit and warrant, evidence relating to illegal 
controlled substances was specifically sought. The warrant did not permit the 
officers to conduct a search that amounted to a "general, exploratory rummaging 
in a person's belongings". The officers were not searching, nor were they 
permitted to search for evidence of other crimes, such as theft or forgery. The 
language of the warrant upon which probable cause was found limited the search. 
CONCLUSION 
In dealing with probable cause, the Court is concerned with probabilities. 
State v. Weimer, 133 Idaho 442, 446, 988 P.2d 216, 220 (Ct.App. 1999); citing 
Brineaar v. United Sates, 338 U.S. 160, 175 69 S.Ct. 1302, 1310, 93 L.Ed. 1879, 
1890 (1949). These are factual and practical considerations of everyday life on 
which reasonable and prudent people, not legal technicians act. Id. 
The factors to be considered by the magistrate include the reliability of, and 
the basis of knowledge of, persons who have supplied the information related by 
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the affiant. State v. Wilson, 130 Idaho 213, 216, 938 P.2d 1251, 1254 (Ct.App. 
1997) citing Gates. 
In this case, Judge Oths was entitled to draw reasonable inferences from the 
information provided by Detective Stiles. This affiant, who has eleven (1 1) years 
law enforcement experience and specialized in narcotics investigations, was 
lawfully present in the home and had himself observed evidence of drug use 
andlor possession in the basement of the home and could smell the odor of 
marijuana coming from the Defendant's bedroom. A practical and commonsense 
decision whether, given all the circumstances set forth in the affidavit before him, 
including the "basis of knowledge" of Detective Stiles resulted in a fair probability 
that contraband or evidence of a crime would be found in the residence. Judge 
Oths' had a substantial basis for concluding that probable cause existed to order 
the seizure of items particularly described in the search warrant. 
THEREFORE, the State respectiklly requests that the Court DENY the 
Defendant's motion to suppress. 
DATED this 3 day of August, 2007. 
GREG H. BOWER 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
r? 
Heather Reilly 
Deputy ~roseiuting ~tt$&e$ 
STATE'S OBJECTlON AND MEhIORANDUM 1N RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS WYNOLDS), Page 9 
OQ856 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this fi day of August, 2007, I mailed a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing State's Objection to Defendant's Motion to 
Suppress to Nicholas Wollen, Ada County Public Defender's Office, 200 W. Front 
Street, Boise ID 83702, by depositing same in the mail, postage prepaid. 
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GREG H. BOWER 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
Heather Reilly 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
200 W. Front Street, Room 3 191 
Boise Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7700 
J. DAVID NAVAFIRO, C;:ur!. 
By R. CALLAI,iNILI 
DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
Plaintiff, Case No. H0700467 
1 
VS. MOTION TO RESET 
HEARING ON DEFENDANT'S 
MICHAEL REYNOLDS, 1 MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
Defendant. 1 
COMES NOW, Heather Reilly, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for Ada County, State 
of Idaho, and moves this Court to continue the Suppression Hearing, currently set for 
August 3 1, in the above entitled matter to a suitable time for Court and Counsel for the 
reason that the State's primary officer is out of state August 31 through September 5. 
Additionally, the officer is out of state September 19 through September 21 and October 3 
through October 7. 
DATED this &day of ~ugus t ,  2007. 
GREG H. BOWER 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
Deputy prosecuting ~ t t o r n u  
MOTION TO RESET HEARING ON DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO SW$W3SS 
(REYNOLDS), Page 1 
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Reporter: Omsberg, Nicole 
Clerk(s) : 
Oatman, Diane 
State Attorneys: 
Buttram, Tessie 
Duggan, Barbara 
Fisher, Jean 
Meehan, Julianne 
Reilly, Heather 
Public Defender (s) : 
Cahill, August 
Geddes, Anthony 
Wollen, Nick 
Prob. Officer(s): 
Court interpreter(s): 
Cockayne, Sandra 
Kirby, Sherri 
Case ID: 0001 
Case Number: H0700467 
Plaintiff: 
Plaintiff Attornev: 
Defendant: ~ e ~ n o l b s ,  Michael 
Co-Defendant (s ) : 
Pers. Attorney: 
State Attorney: Reilly, Heather 
Public Defender: Wollen, Nick 
2007/08/23 
09:01:10 - Operator 
Recording: 
09:01:10 - New case 
Reynolds, Michael 
09:01:40 - Judge: Wetherell, Mike 
Ct calls case; def present in custody w/counsel 
09:01:51 - State Attorney: Reilly, Heather 
Motion to continue trial -- State's witness not available on 
date set for 
09:02:11 - State Attorney: Reilly, Heather 
trial 
09:04:21 - Judge: Wetherell, Mike 
Sept 14, 2007 at 2:30 motion to suppress 
09:06:14 - Operator 
Stop recording: 
NZ). 
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J. DAVID NAVARRQ, Clek 
By R. CALIAHAN 
DEPUTY 
ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorney for Defendant 
I 200 West Front Street, Suite 1107 
, Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7400 
Facsimile: (208) 287-7409 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS . 
MICHAEL REYNOLDS, 
Defendant. 
Criminal No. H0700467 
ADDENDUM TO DEFENDANT' S 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
COMES NOW, MICHAEL REYNOLDS, the defendant above-named, by 
and through counsel NICHOLAS L. WOLLEN, Ada County Public 
Defender's Office, and hereby submits the attached AFFIDAVIT OF 
MARGI A. BLOOM in support of the defendant's previously filed 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS. 
DATED, this 5 day of Se 
NICHOLAS/L. WOL&N' I ' . . 
~ t t o r n d ~  for Defendant 
Q ADDENDUM TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this , 5 day of September 2007, 
I mailed a true and correct copy of the foregoing to: 
HEATHER REILLY U.S. MAIL 
DEPUTY PROSECUTOR iZ] HAND DELIVERED 
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF FACSIMILE 
ADA COUNTY PROSECUTOR' S OFFICE INTERDEPARmNTAI, MAIL 
ADDENDUM TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
AFFIDAVIT OF MARC1 A. BLOOM 
I, Margi A. Bloom, after first being duly sworn, do attest to the following: 
1) I am the owner of certain real property located at 6501 West Poplar Street, Boise, 
Ada County, Idaho 83704. 
2) I was the owner of said real property on March 3,2007. 
3) I was made aware that certain incidents took place at 6501 West Poplar Street on 
/March 3, 2007, including the arrest of Michael Reynolds, and the discovery of items alleged to 
show evidence of a marijuana growing operation inside the building. 
4) On March 3, 2007, I was leasing 6501 as a boarding house. Mr. Reynolds was a 
tenant, as were three other individuals; two of who, Steve Graff and Angie Wanell (hereinafter 
"basement apartment residents"), resided together in the same room along with their infant child. 
5) With the exception of the basement apartment residents having full access to the 
apartment they shared; the residents, including Mr. Rey~olds. were not authorized in any way to 
have access to the other individual apartments in the building. 
6) I was aware that all three separate apartments in the building had locks on their doors, 
restricting access to anyone other than the keyholder(s) on March 3, 2007, as I had personally 
overseen the installation of said locks prior to that date. 
7) No renter had a key to any apartment they did not rent. 
8) The building contained common areas that were made available to all renters and 
their guests: jiving room, laundry room, kitchen, and restroom facilities. 
9) I was aware of no familial relationship between any of the renters at the time of 
renting their separate apartments, aside from the datingfparents-in-conimon relationship between 
the basement apartment residents. 
AFFIDAVIT OF MARC1 A. BLOOM 
10)All three separate apartments had separate rental agreements and no tenant was 
responsible for paying rent on an apartment to which they did not have access. 
11)After March 3, 2007, I visited 6501 West Poplar Street and noticed that one of the 
apartments showed sings of being forcefully opened, including a broken lock and a damaged 
door. 
. I\ 
DATED, this day of August 2007. 
ay ..$ \ . ,. . .\.,(,>Kc.\<. .> L,C"~VT--- 
Margi A. , ~ l o o d  
Affiant 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
)ss. 
County of Ada ) 
SUBSCFUBED and SWORN to before me, a Notary Public, in and for the state of 
Idaho, county of Ada, this &%ay of A,-, L~ I L ~  - - 
%I' '> 2OL2 
N~~ Public , 
, 
n? . -  , (;: Jt  .(.. . .: Residing at . , L. / 
m 
My Commission Expires 3 ,? 3 (;'':f 
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State Attorneys: 
Alidjani, Fafa 
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Fisher, Jean 
Meehan, Julianne 
Reilly, Heather 
Public Defender (s) : 
Cahill, August 
Geddes, Anthony 
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Prob. Officer (s)': 
Court interpreter(s): 
Case ID: 0012 
Case Number: H0700467 
Plaintiff: 
Plaintiff Attorney: 
Defendant: Reynolds, Michael 
Co-Defendant (s) : 
Pers. Attorney: 
State Attorney: Reilly, Heather 
Public Defender: Wollen, Nick 
2007/09/14 
14:25:05 - Owerator 
~ecording: 
14:25:05 - New case 
Reynolds, Michael 
14:25:30 - Judge: Wetherell, Mike 
Ct calls case; Ms. Reilly not present -- Ct passes case 
14:25:45 - Operator 
Stop recording: 
14:33:01 - Operator 
Recording: 
14:33:01 - Record 
Reynolds, Michael 
14:33:43 - Judge: Wetherell, Mike 
Ct calls and revws file 
14:33:44 - Public Defender: Wollen, Nick 
Take judicial notice of aff'd submitted 
14:34:01 - State Attorney: Reilly, Heather 
Session: Wethere11091407 
. . b 
.'oppose acceptance of aff'd -- hearsay 
.14:34:47 - Public Defender: Wollen, Nick 
Response 
14:36:18 - Judge: Wetherell, Mike 
Ct notes evidentiary hearing -- in lieu of aff'd testimony i 
n order to allow 
14:36:48 - Judge: Wetherell, Mike 
State to cross-examine 
14:37:19 - Public Defender: Wollen, Nick 
Discussion re: admissiblity of aff'd in context on motion to 
suppress 
14:38:24 - State Attorney: Reilly, Heather 
Calls Detective Stiles, sworn -- D-X -- Boise City Narcotics 
Detective 
14:38:54 - Other: Stiles, Detective 
Training and experience 
14:44:59 - Other: Stiles, Detective 
Called to scene, investigation of possibly SIDS death 
14:47:54 - Other: Stiles, Detective 
Odor of marijuana, spoke with occupant, adv'd to obtain sear 
ch warrant 
14:49:29 - Other: Stiles, Detective 
Obtained search warrant, executed warrant, itemed seized dur 
ing search 
14:51:56 - Other: Stiles, Detective 
Plants, grow lights, drug paraphernalia, bagged marijuana on 
the floor, fans 
14:52:41 - Other: Stiles, Detective 
for ventilation 
14:54:22 - Public Defender: Wollen, Nick 
Cross-examination 
15:01:59 - State Attorney: Reilly, Heather 
Objection -- relevance 
15:02:06 - Public Defender: Wollen, Nick 
Response 
15:02:42 - Judge: Wetherell, Mike 
Sustained 
15:04:01 - State Attorney: Reilly, Heather 
Objection -- relevance 
15:11:19 - Judge: Wetherell, Mike 
Discussion re: obtaining of the warrant 
15:15:02 - State Attorney: Reilly, Heather 
Objection -- discussion Ct & counsel validity of warrant 
15:19:06 - State Attorney: Reilly, Heather 
Redirect examination 
15:20:15 - Public Defender: Wollen, Nick 
Recross -- locks on doors 
15:23:20 - State Attorney: Reilly, Heather 
Requests Officer be allow to stayduring def's testimony 
15:23:37 - Public Defender: Wollen, Nick 
Calls Michael Reynolds, sworn -- D-X 
15:38:28 - Judge: Wetherell, Mike 
Recess 
15:38:34 - Operator 
Stop recording: 
15:52:15 - Operator 
Recording: 
15:52:15 - Record 
Session: Wethere11091407 
4% 
:Reynolds, Michael 
15:52:40 - State Attorney: Reilly, Heather 
Cross-examination of defendant 
15:54:35 - Public Defender: Wollen, Nick 
Objection -- adv def against self incrimination 
15:54:49 - Judge: Wetherell, Mike 
Def does not have to answer the question 
16:03:37 - State Attorney: Reilly, Heather 
Argument -- probable cause to issue search warrant 
16:07:51 - Public Defender: Wollen, Nick 
Response 
16:15:46 - Judge: Wetherell, Mike 
Discussion re: warrant 
16:19:30 - State Attorney: Reilly, Heather 
Rebuttal 
16:23:18 - Judge: Wetherell, Mike 
Ct will take issues under advisement 
16:24:43 - Public Defender: Wollen, Nick 
Truthfulness of the defendant 
16:25:32 - Judge: Wetherell, Mike 
Ct adv counsel will not be taking that issue into considerat 
ion 
16:27:43 - Operator 
Stop recording: 
. ~ .... ~ . . ~  -. ~ ~ . 
O NO. 
""ED v22A A h3 
- 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DIST 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO. 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MICHAEL S. REYNOLDS, 
1 
) 
1 
1 
) Case No. H0700467 
1 
) 
1 
MEMORANDUM DECISION 
AND ORDER RE: MOTION 
1 TO SUPPRESS 
Presently pending before the court is a motion to suppress filed on behalf of the 
defendant herein. The defendant seeks to have certain drug evidence suppressed, which 
was seized pursuailt to a search warrant. On September 14, 2007, the court conducted a 
hearing in reference to the defendant's motion and the court has also reviewed the briefs 
filed by the parties. 
The defendant contends that the search was illegal for the following reasons: (1) 
the search warrant was overbroad as to the premises to be searched; and (2) he was never 
presented with a copy of the search warrant. 
A. Legal Standards 
When a search is conducted pursuant to a search warrant, the defendant hears the 
burden of proving that a search warrant was invalid. State v. Kelly, 106 Idaho 268, 678 
P.2d 60, 67 (Ct. App. 1984). "A search warrant is appropriately issued if there is 
. .  . 
probable cause to believe that contraband or other evidence of a crime can be found a t a  
particular location. State v. Josephson, 123 Idaho 790, 792-93, 852 P.2d 1387, 1389-90 
(1993); State v. Molzna, 125 Idaho 637, 639, 873 P.2d 891, 893 (Ct.App.1993). The 
probable cause determination has been described by the United States Supreme Court as 
'a practical, common-sense decision whether, given all the circu~llstances set forth in the 
affidavit before [the court], including the 'veracity' and 'basis of knowledge' of persons 
supplying hearsay information, there is a fair probability that contraband or evidence of a 
crime will be found in a particular place.' Illinois v. Gates, 462 U.S. 213,238, 103 S.Ct. 
2317,2332, 76 L.Ed.2d 527, 548 (1983)" State v. Stevens,'139 Idaho 670, 84 P.3d 1038, 
1041 (Ct. App. 2004). 
"The purpose of the Fourth Amendment guarantee of the right to be free from 
unreasonable searches and seizures is to safeguard the privacy of citizens by insuring 
against the search of premises where probable cause is lacking. One such safeguard is 
the necessity of particularity in a description of the place to be searched. The description 
must be sufficiently clear so that the place to be searched is recognizable from other 
neighboring properties. The test for determining the sufficiency of the description of the 
place to be searched is whether the place is described with sufficient particularity as to 
enable the executing officer to locate and identify the premises with reasonable effort, 
and whether there is any reasonable probability that another premise might be mistakenly 
searched." State v. Young, 136 Idaho 71 1, 39 P.3d 651, 654-55 (Ct. App. 2002) (internal 
citations omitted). 
"A correct street address, even when no other description is given, is sufficiently 
particular to withstand constitutio~lal scrutiny because it meets both prongs of the 
particularity test. Extraneous information, such as a legal or detailed physical descnption 
of the premises to be searched, is not required. Because search warrants are not deeds or 
tax notices, they are not subject to technical drafting requirements and should be 
interpreted in a coinmonsense and realistic fashion." Id., at 655 (internal citations 
omitted). 
A. Testimony of Detective Stiles 
Detective Stiles, a narcotics detective, testified first at the hearing and he said that 
he was very familiar with the smell of marijuana being used and marijuana growing and 
that these odors are different. Detective Stiles testified that he was called to the house 
where the defendant lived because a child had been found dead there, in full rigor, along 
with evidence of illegal drug use. 
Detective Stiles said there were two bedrooms on the main level of the home and 
a basement. The two main floor bedrooms were locked, in that the door knobs on the 
doors to these rooms were locked. The bedroom on the left side of the house, as seen 
from the front door, had an odor of growing marijuana coming from it and Detective 
Stiles noticed this upon entering the house. The defendant claimed that this smell was 
present because he had been smoking marijuana. Detective Stiles said the odor was 
particularly strong because the bedroom was not completely sealed. There was no 
indication from anytliing inside or outside of the house that indicated that it was a 
boarding house, according to Detective Stiles. Detective' Stiles also observed that the 
outside window of the left bedroom was covered in black plastic and there were several 
empty bags of potting soil in the carport with no evidence'that it had been used for any 
planting outside or anywhere visible in the house. 
Detective Stiles testified that the defendant said that the bedroom where the odor 
was coining from was his and he refused to allow the police to search the room, saying 
that they needed a warrant. The defendant told Detective Stiles that he had roommates in 
the house. 
According to Detective Stiles, none of the residents were at the house when the 
search was conducted and a copy of the search warrant was left at the house. Detective 
Stiles searched both bedrooms and he searched the defendant's bedroom by using a key, 
which had been left with the police by the defendant. 
Detective Stiles found several growing marijuana plants, grow-lights, spray 
bottles, fans, and bagged marijuana in the defendant's room. 
Detective Stiles said he had no indication, prior to obtaining the search warrant, 
that this house was a boarding house. He did know that there were several people living 
in the house. Detective Stiles said it was not uncommon to find locked doors in a single 
family residence. 
B. Testimony o f  Defendant 
The defendant was the only other witness to testify during the hearing. The 
defendant testified that he was not given a copy of the search warrant prior to the search 
and was not allowed to observe the search, despite his requests. 
The defendant testified that he had a rental agreement to rent his bedroom and that 
he also had access to the common areas, but the other bedroom was rented to another 
man and the basement was rented to a couple. 
The defendant testified that he was taken to the police station, while the search 
warrant was sought and that he provided the key to his bedroom so that they would not 
break down the door. He also said he requested a copy of the search warrant but was told 
that it was not there, but at the scene, and the police would not take him back there. 
The defendant said that he specifically told Detective Stiles about the rental 
arrangement in the house, but he later conceded that he recognized no distinction between 
the terms "roommates" and "renters" and he later indicated that his conversation with 
Detective Stiles concerning the rental arrangement in the house may have consisted of 
nothing more than telling him who resided in the various bedrooms. 
The defendant testified that all residents had free access to the bathroom, kitchen, 
and the living room. The defendant testified that all residents also had access to the 
residence by the entry doors and they all had keys to these doors. The defendant said that 
on March 3, 2007, there were no individual designations on the doors or any other 
designations in or outside the house to indicate that the bedrooms were separately rented. 
C. Decision 
To begin with, a warrant was not necessary to search the defendant's bedroom. 
As noted by the state in their brief in opposition to the defendant's motion, "[tlhere is no 
reasonable expectation of privacy in odors emanating from private property." Stale v. 
Rzgoulot, 123 Idaho 267, 846 P.2d 918, 923-24 (Ct. App. 1992). The police were 
lawfully in the house to investigate the death of a child, $hen they smelled the odor of 
growing marijuana coming from the defendant's bedroom. They could have searched the 
room on this basis alone, without a warrant. "Evidence seized pursuant to an invalid 
search warrant must he excluded under the exclusionary rule absent an applicable 
exception." State v. Mason, 111 Idaho 916, 728 P.2d 1325, 1328 (Ct. App. 1986). 
Consequently, even if the search warrant was invalid, the evidence would not be 
excluded because of the "plain smell" exception. See, e.g., United States v. Pierye, 958 
F.2d 1304, 1310 (sth Cir. 1992) ("Hillin was lawfully within the car when he smelled the 
- 
burned marijuana. Thus, the evidence falls within the plain view (or plainsmell) 
exception to the warrant or probable cause requirement."). 
The police were investigating the death of a child in a house, whose street address 
is given in the warrant, where indicia of methamphetamine use was observed and where 
the odor of marijuana growing was present, as detailed in the affidavit in support of the 
warrant. It was reasonable, under the circumstances, for the police to believe that the 
child's death inight be related to the use of illegal drugs and the affidavit in support of the 
search warrant provides that "Detective Munson believes that the presence of controlled 
substai~ces in the residence likely contributed to the death of the baby" and noted that the 
child may have been dead for seven to twelve hours. It was also reasonable for the police 
to seek to undertake a search of the house to ascertain who resided in the home and what 
the circuinstances of their residing there were. The warrant provides for this in as much 
as it states that the search warrant is for "evidence of certain crimes" such as "possession 
of methamphetamine, possession of marijuana, and possession of paraphernalia for the 
use of controlled substances and injury to child . . . [and] indicia of ownership or 
occupancy of the residence . . .." 
In addition, Detective Stiles testified, and the court credits his testimony, that he 
did not know that the residence was a boarding house. The defendant's own testimony 
was unclear concerning the detail he provided Detective Stiles concerning the contractual 
arrangements of the bedroom rentals and the court believes that he simply told Detective 
Stiles that he was an occupant of the house along with his other roommates and he 
testified that he did not "specifically clarify at all if [he] had access to anybody else's 
rooms." The defendant also, apparently, had not been truthful with Detective Stiles 
concerning what was actually present in his room, which Stiles suspected, making it 
reasonable for Stiles to be skeptical regarding other statements he made. Indeed, during 
the hearing, the defendant admitted that when he was being questioned by Detective 
Stiles, he was not honest when he answered some of his questions and he believed it was 
up to him whether or not he answered Stiles' questions truthfully. 
During the hearing, the defendant complained about not personally receiving a 
copy of the search warrant. However, as the court stated during the hearing, I.C.R. 41(d) 
does not require that the police provide a copy of the warrant to the individual whose 
property is searched, so long as a copy and receipt is left "at the place from which the 
property was taken." 
The defendant also complained during the hearing about the fact that his name 
was not mentioned in either the search warrant or in the affidavit in support thereof. He 
cites I.C. § 19-4403, in support of his assertion that this omission invalidates the warrant. 
I.C. 5 19-4403 provides that "[a] search warrant cannot be issued but upon 
probable cause, supported by affidavit, naming or describing the person, and particularly 
describing the property and the place to be searched." 
In the court's view, the portion of I.C. 5 19-4403 referencing the "naming or 
describing the person" does not mean, of necessity, that a search warrant is invalid if this 
does not occur in every circumstance where a search warrant is issued, particularly where 
the residence is the subject of the search and not a person. 
While it may have been preferable for the defendant's name to have been 
nlentioned in the affidavit in support of the warrant, the court does not believe that this 
omission invalidates the warrant. See, i.e., LC. 9 19-4407 (prescribing the form of the 
warrant and providing that the warrant form should include the language "to make 
immediate search of the person of C.D. (OJ in the house situated . . ., describing it or any 
other place to be searched with reasollable particularity . . ..'3; I.C. 5 19-4406 (concerning 
the issuance of the warrant and noting that "[ilf the magistrate is thereupon satisfied of the 
existence of the grounds of the application, or that there is probable cause to believe their 
existence, he must issue a search warrant, signed by him with his name of office, to a peace 
officer in his county, commanding him forthwith to search the person place named, for 
the property specified, and to bring it before the magistrate."); I.C.R. 41(c) ("If the district 
judge or magistrate is satisfied that there is probable cause to believe that the grounds for 
the applicatiol~ exist, the judge or magistrate shall issue a warrant identifying the property 
or person and naming or describing the person OJ place to be searched.") (Emphasis 
-
added). See also State v. Oropeza, 97 Idaho 387, 545 P.2d 475,480 (1976) ("An affidavit 
must provide facts sufficient to create probable cause for the belief that the forbidden 
articles are within the place to be searched at the time the search warrant is requested. The 
sufficiency of proof necessary to create such probable cause may vary depending upon the 
facts of the case and the particular nature of the article(s) to be seized."); Andvews v. State, 
219 Ga.App. 808, 466 S.E.2d 909, 910 (1996) ("The failure' to name a person in a search 
warrant is not fatal . . . Furthermore, where 'several persons occupy the premises in 
common, sharing common living quarters but having separate bedrooms, the courts have 
held that a single warrant describing the entire premises is valid and justifies the search of 
the entire premises."'). 
In sum, the court finds that there is no merit in the defendant's assertions that the 
search warrant was invalid and that he has not met his burden of proof. Accordingly, his 
motion to suppress is hereby denied. 
f G  
SO ORDERED AND DATED THIS 19 day of sgPtember 2007. 
f l  
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Criminal No. H0700467 
Plaintiff , ) 
) ORDER AUTHORIZING ACCESS TO 
vs . 1 COURT INTERLOCK DEVICE FUND 
) TO PAY FOR SUBSTANCE ABUSE 
MIKE STEVEN REYNOLDS, ) EVALUATION, AND ORDER 
) ALLOWING ACCESS TO DEFENDANT 
Defendant. ) 
In accordance with the requirements of Idaho Code 5 37- 
2 7 3 8 ( 2 ) ,  the defendant is hereby ORDERED to undergo a substance 
abuse evaluation while in the custody of the Ada County Jail. 
Sentencing for the defendant is scheduled for November 29, 2007. 
The Court finds that, due to the defendant's indigence, 
access to the "court interlock device and electronic monitoring 
device fund," pursuant to Idaho Code § 18-8010, is justified. 
Pursuant to Idaho Code 5 18-8010, funds from the "court 
ORDER AUTHORIZING ACCESS TO COURT INTERLOCK DEVICE FLND TO PAY FOR 000)19 
SUBSTANCE ABUSE EVALUATION, AND ORDER ALLOWING ACCESS TO DEFENDANT 1 
.. r,
interlock device and electronic monitoring device fund" shall be 
transferred to Cheryl Jordan of A-1 Judicial Evalautions and 
Pathways Counseling, an evaluation facility approved by the 
Idaho department of health and welfare, to pay for the cost of 
the evaluation, if funding is available. The office of the Ada 
County Treasurer shall facilitate the actual transfer of funds. 
In the event funds from the "court interlock device and 
electronic monitoring device fund" are unavailable to the 
defendant, this Court authorizes the evaluation to be paid for 
at county expense through the procedures set forth in chapters 
34 and 35, title 31, Idaho Code. The office of Ada County 
Welfare shall facilitate the actual transfer of funds in the 
event funding for the defendant is unavailable through the 
"court interlock device and electronic monitoring device fund." 
The defendant is hereby placed on notice that he shall be 
ordered to make restitution to such governmental entity for 
monles used to pay for the evaluation. 
The defendant is directed to request that a copy of the 
completed evaluation be forwarded to the Court, the Ada County 
Prosecuting Attorney' s off ice, and the Ada County Public 
Defender's office. 
For purposes of conducting the substance abuse evaluation, 
the Ada County Sheriff shall allow Cheryl Jordan of A-1 Judicial 
Evalautions and Pathways Counseling entry into the Ada County 
ORDER AUTHORIZING ACCESS TO COURT INTERLOCK DEVICE FUND TO PAY FOR 00080 
SUBSTANCE ABUSE EVALUATION, AND ORDER ALLOWING ACCESS TO DEFENDANT 2 
Jail at any and all reasonable times, and the sheriff shall 
provide Cheryl Jordan of A-1 Judicial Evalautions and Pathways 
Counseling with a private area to conduct their evaluation and 
any and all reasonable facilities to them to complete the 
evaluation. 
The Clerk of this Court shall serve a copy hereof upon 
Cheryl Jordan of A-1 Judicial Evalautions and Pathways 
Counseling, the Ada County Sheriff, the Ada County Treasurer (or 
Ada County Welfare, depending on available funding), the Ada 
County Prosecutor, and the Ada County Public Defender 
% SO ORDERED AND DATED, this /xday of a&&/ 2007. 
D i s  rzct Judge 9 '  
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
MIKE STEVEN REYNOLDS, I 
Defendant. 1 
Case No. H0700467 
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The parties above-named, by and through undersigned counsel, come now and hereby 
stipulate and agree, pursuant to ICR 11(aj(2), to the following: 
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1. With approval of the Court, the defendant shall enter a conditiodplea of 
"guilty" in the above-entitled case number. 
2. The defendant's conditional plea of "guilty" shall reserve in writing the 
right, on appeal from judgment, to review the Court's adverse ruling on 
the defendant's MOTION TO SUPPRESS. 
3. If the defendant prevails on appeal, the defendant shall be allowed to 
withdraw his conditional plea of "guilty" pursuant to ICR 1 l(aj(2). 
STIPULATION TO ENTER CONDITIONAL GUILTY PLEA h ,/ 
DATED, this day of October 2007. 
Deputy Ada County Prosecutor Attorney for Defendant 
Defendant 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
Plaintiff, 
VS. ) Case No. H0700467 
MICHAEL STEVEN REYNOLDS, ) JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION 
DOB ) AND ORDER RETAINING 
SSN ) JURISDICTION 
1 
Defendant. 
On the 29th day of November, 2007, before the Honorable Mike Wetherell, District Judge, 
personally appeared Heather Reilly, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney of the County of Ada, State of 
Idaho, and the defendant with his attorney, Nicholas Wollen. 
This being the time fixed for pronouncing judgment in this matter; said defendant was duly 
informed by the Court of the nature of the Information filed against him for the crimes of: 
I. MANUFACTURING A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, FELONY, LC. 5 37-2732(a); and 11. 
POSSESSION OF DRUG PARAPHERNALIA, MISDEMEANOR, LC. $37-2734A, committed 
on or about the 3rd day of March, 2007; of his arraignment on April 12, 2007, at which time the 
defendant appeared in person and with counsel and was advised of the charge and the possible 
penalties and was further advised of the applicable constitutional and statutory rights. Thereafter, 
on October 11, 2007, the defendant entered pleas of guilty to: I. MANUFACTURING A 
JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION AND ORDER RETAINING JURISDICTION - Page 1 k /  
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, FELONY, I.C. 5 37-2732(a); and II. POSSESSION OF DRUG 
PARAPHERNALIA, MISDEMEANOR, I.C. 5 37-2734A; which pleas were accepted following 
examination of the defendant under oath and waiver of all applicable rights. Sentencing was 
continued for preparation of a presentence report, which was completed and reviewed by the 
Court and counsel. 
The Court asked whether the defendant had witnesses or evidence to present in a hearing in 
mitigation of punishment; heard statements from counsel; and gave defendant an opportunity to 
make a statement. 
The defendant was then asked if he had any legal cause to show why judgment should not 
be pronounced against him to which he replied that be had none. And no sufficient cause being 
shown or appearing to the Court, thereupon the Court renders its judgment why judgment should 
not be rendered; 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the defendant is 
guilty of the crimes of I. MANUFACTURING A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, ?i%LONY, LC. 
5 37-2732(a); and II. POSSESSION OF DRUG PARAPHERNALIA, MISDEMEANOR, LC. 5 
37-2734A, and that he be sentenced as follows: 
COUNT I - Defendant is hereby sentenced to the custody of the State Board of Correction 
of the State of Idaho for the term of not to exceed five (5) years: with the first two and one-half 
(2%) years of said term to be m D ,  and with the remaining two and one-half (2%) years of said 
term to be INDETERMINATE. The defendant shall receive credit for two hundred seventy-two 
(272) days served in pre-judgment incarceration toward the m D  portion of the term as 
provided by Idaho Code 18-309. 
The Court will retain iurisdiction for one hundred eighty (180) days under LC. 5 19- 
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2601(4). The Court recommends that the defendant participate in anytall cognitive based 
programming, substance abuse programs, relationship counseling and such other programs as are 
deemed appropriate by rider personnel. 
COUNT I1 - Defendant is hereby ordered to serve one hundred eighty (180) days in the 
Ada County Jail, to run concurrent with the sentence imposed in Count I. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that pursuant to Idaho Code Section 31-3201A(b) the defendant 
shall pay court costs in the amount of $17.50 on each count; County Administrative Surcharge Fee 
in the amount of $10.00 on each count pursuant to LC. § 31-4502; P.O.S.T. Academy fees in the 
amount of $10.00 on each count pursuant to LC. $31-3201B; ISTARS technology fee in the amount 
of $10.00 on each count pursuant to LC. 3 31-3201(5); $50.00 on Count I and $25.00 on Count I1 to 
the Victims Compensation Fund pursuant to I.C. § 72-1025; $500.00 for reimbursement of public 
defender fees pursuant to LC. 5 19-854(c); $400.00 restitution for lab costs; $10.00 on each count 
for the drug hotline fee pursuant to LC. 3 37-2735A. 
The defendant was advised of his rights to an appeal and then remanded to the custody of the 
Sheriff of Ada County, to be delivered FORTHWITH by him into the custody of the Director of the 
State Board of Correction of the State of Idaho. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk deliver a certified copy of this Judgment and 
Commitment to the said Sheriff, which shall serve as the commitment of the defendant. 
DATED this 29th day of November, 2007. 
~ i & c t  Judge 
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4'. ,&x ,20d7,1mailed(served)a I hereby certify that on the - day of 
true and correct copy of the within instrument to: 
ADA COUNTY PROSECUTOR'S OFFICE 
INTERDEPARTMENTAL MAIL 
ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER'S OFFICE 
INTERDEPARTMENTAL MAIL 
ADA COUNTY JAlL 
DELJVERED THROUGH CLERK'S OFFICE 
CENTRAL RECORDS 
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTION 
1299 N ORCHARD SUITE 1 10 
BOISE ID 83706 
PSI DEPARTMENT 
INTERDEPARTMENTAL MAIL 
J. DAVID NAVARRO 
Clerk of the District Court 
, h@/&d 
Deputy Court Clerk 
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GREG H. BOWER 
Ada County Prosecuting Attorney 
Heather Reilly 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
200 West Front Street, Room 3 191 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7700 
Fax: (208) 287-7709 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
TI-IE STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
Plaintiff, 1 
vs. 1 Case No. H0700467 
1 
ORDER FOR RESTITUTION 
Michael Steven Reynolds, 1 AND JUDGMENT 
Defendant. 1 
1 
WHEREAS, on the z2day of Lducl he/ , 7 , a Judgment of Conviction or 
Withheld Judgment was entered against defendant Michael Steven Reynolds; and therefore 
pursuant to Idaho Code $37-2732(k) and based on information presented to this Court; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, that the defendant, Michael Steven Reynolds, shall make 
restitution to the victim(s) in the following amounts of: 
00090 
P\ y, \ ORDER n FOR ,, RESTITUTION AND JUDGMENT,(REYNOLDS/H0700467),Page 1
DRUG ENFORCEMENT DONATION ACCOUNT $400.00 
TOTAL: $400.00 
Interest on said restitution amount shall be computed as statutory rate of interest per 
annum. /+ pcf q v ~ e d  *r f 1'1 p ~ / ' d  IY f-/I - 
FURTHER, pursuant to I.C. 37-2732(k) this order may be recorded as a judgment 
against the defendant, Michael Steven Reynolds and the listed victim(s) may execute as 
provided by law for civil judgments. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
DATED, this ~9~ day of 
0009s 
ORDER FOR RESTITUTION AND JUDGMENT,(REYNOLDS/H0700467),Page 2 
Session: Wethere11052208a 
Session Date: 2008/05/22 
Judge: Wetherell, Mike 
Reporter: Omsberg, Nicole 
Division: DC 
Session Time: 
Page 1 
courtroom: CR507 
Clerk(s) : 
Oatman, Diane 
State Attorney(s): 
Alidj ani, Fafa 
Buttram, Tessie 
Duggan, Barbara 
Meehan, Julianne 
Taylor, Joshua 
Wittwer, Kai 
Public Defender (s) : 
Geddes, Anthony 
Glindeman, Megan 
Wollen, Nick 
Prob. Officer(s) : 
Court interpreter (s) : 
case ID: 0032 
Case number: H0700467 
Plaintiff: 
Plaintiff Attorney: 
Defendanc: Reynolds, Yichael 
Co-Defendant ( p )  : 
Pers. Attorney: 
State Attorney: Wittwer, Kai 
Public Defender: Wollen, Nick 
2008/05/22 
16:06:47 - Owerator 
~ecordik~ : 
16:06:47 - New case 
Reynolds, Michael 
16:07:05 - Judge: Wetherell, Mike 
Ct calls and revws case; def present in custody w/counsel 
16:07:18 - Judge: Wetherell, Mike 
Ct revws file 
16:13:18 - State Attorney: Wittwer, Kai 
Comments/rec8d prob 
16:13:23 - Public Defender: Wollen, Nick 
Comments/rec'd prob 
16:13:27 - Defendant: Reynolds, Michael 
Addresses the Court 
16:18:51 - Public Defender: Wollen, Nick 
No legal cause 
- - 
16:19:10 - Judge: Wetherell, Mike 
Susp'd prev sentence - -  4yrs - -  2 1/2 + 2 1/2 --448d CTS 
16:27:57 - Judge: Wetherell, Mike 
Places def on prob 4yrs - -  std terms 
16:28:48 - Defendant: Reynolds, Michael 
Understands and accepts terms and cond of probation 
16:29:26 - Judge: Wetherell, Mike 
Appeal rights 
hiendant's Name as+ &ma467 
No law violations U 
Supervision /court costs o fine I suspended 0 restitution $ 
PD reimbursement $ 
4 days in county jail susp / Credit days, within days, 
All options granted if eligible 
OSATP o Brain Building Basics D ABC Program (cognitive self change) 
Jail time may be served in County no cost to this county 
Enroll, meaningfully participate, complete any program specified by PO, which shall include 
mental health, substance abuse, thinking errors, anger management and vocational rehab& 
4% Maintain employment, actively seeking employment, or full time student 
Review for vocational rehabilitation andlor obtain GED or HSE 
$3 Shall not purchase, carry or possess firearms or other weapons 
If defendant requests supervision be transferred, documents shall be admissible 
.& t bo days discretionary jail time, to be served at PO'S request without prior approval 
Do not purchase, possess or consume alcohol 
possess or use controlled substances, unless specifically prescribed 
No associations prohibited by PO 
ubmit to tests of blood, breath, saliva, and urine at own expense 
ubrnit to polygraph as to compliance with conditions of probation 
efendant shall enroll in substance abuse treatment, including inpatient 
endment waiver 
mendment waiver 
a Obtain alcohoVsubstance abuse evaluation and follow recornmendations 
0 Do not become intimately involved with anyone under the age of 18 years 
0 Complete sex offender treatment including plethysmograph and polygraph examinations 
Do not become intimately involved with anyone who has female child under 18 residing in home 
0 No unsupervised contact with any female under the age of 18 
No contact with the victim 
C l  Register with the Sheriffs Office in county of residence and give any address where temporarily 
or permanently residing 
0 Pay to the City-County Drug Enforcement as reimbursement of the "buy money" 
& I o 0 hours of community service, and pay 60 cent fee for each hour of service 
0 Attend NAlAA meetings 
U Obtain psychologicaVpsychiatric treatment 
Establish budget with PO, verify income and expenses 
o No checking account or credit cards while on probation O No new indebtedness 
0 Advise future employers in writing, including the statement that this is a offense 
Def s driving privileges suspended - violation will be considered viol of fundamental condition 
Def final opportunity at prob 
Time spent of prob not credited 
Def has received WHJ -viol will revoke 
0 Def has had - prior DUI offenses 
1 
I will waive extradition if placed outside this state 
egister for Selective Service 
NO. 
FILED 
A.M .a. , 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO. IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 1 
1 
Plaintiff, 1 
) 
VS. ) Case No. H0700467 
) 
MICHAEL STEVEN REYNOLDS, ) ORDER SUSPENDING SENTENCE 
DOB ) AND ORDER OF PROBATION 
SSN ) 
1 
Defendant. ) 
The Prosecuting Attorney, the defendant, with counsel, Nicholas Wollen came into court 
this 23rd day of May, 2008. 
AND WHEREAS, MICHAEL STEVEN REYNOLDS was adjudged guilty in the District 
Court of the Fourth Judicial District in and for the County of Ada of the crime of I. 
MANUFACTURING A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, FELONY, LC. $ 37-2732(a) and was 
committed to the custody of the State Board of Correction for a period of five (5) years, with two 
and one-half (2%) years of said term to be FIXED and with the remaining two and one-half (2%) 
years INDETERMINATE; 
AND WHEREAS The Court retained jurisdiction for 180 days to suspend execution of 
Judgment pursuant to Section 519-2601 (4), of the Idaho Code; 
ORDER SUSPENDING SENTENCE AND ORDER OF PROBATION - 1 
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AND WHEREAS, the District Court, having ascertained the desirability of suspending 
execution of the judgment and placing the defendant on probation; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED That the sentence is hereby 
suspended and the defendant be placed on probation for four (4) years, beginning May 22,2008, 
upon the following conditions, to-wit: 
A. That the probation is granted to and accepted by the probationer, subject to all its terms 
and conditions and with the understanding that the Court may at any time, in case of the violation of 
the terms of the probation, cause the probationer to he returned to the Court for the imposition of 
sentence as prescribed by law or any other punishment as the Court may see fit to hand down. 
B. That the probationer shall be under the legal custody and control of the Director of 
Probation and Parole of the State of Idaho and the District Court with supervised probation and 
subject to the rules of probation as prescribed by the Board of Correction and the District Court. 
C. That during said period of probation the said defendant shall not violate any law or 
ordinance of the United States or any City, State or County therein, wherein a fine or bond forfeiture 
of more than $100.00 or a jail term could have been imposed as a penalty. 
D. Special conditions, to wit: 
1. The defendant shall pay costs and fees previously imposed that have not been paid; 
and community service fee ($.60 per hour) as required by LC. $31-3201C. Further, defendant shall 
pay supervision of probation and parole costs in an amount not to exceed the maximum allowable 
by I.C. $20-225. 
2. Defendant shall participate in any and all programs of rehabilitation 
recommended by his probation officer, including but not limited to programs of mental health, 
substance abuse, criminal thinking errors, anger management and vocational rehabilitation. 
3. The defendant has completed a rider and shall take part in any and all programs 
recommended in the rider review report. 
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4. During the entire term of probation, the said defendant shall maintain steady 
employment, be actively seeking employment or be enrolled as a full-time student. 
5. Defendant shall not purchase, carry or have in his possession any firearrn(s) or 
other weapons. 
6.  If the defendant requests that supervision of probation be transferred to any 
place other than the Fourth Judicial District (either within or outside Idaho), by doing so, the 
defendant agrees that any documents purportedly received from the agency supervising the 
defendant shall be admissible into evidence at a probation violation hearing without the state 
having to show that such evidence is credible and reliable, and the defendant shall waive any 
right to confront the author of such documents. 
7. Defendant shall serve an additional one hundred eighty (180) days in the Ada 
County Jail at the discretion of the probation officer, without prior approval of the Court. The 
probation officer has the discretion and authority to immediately deliver defendant to the 
Sheriff for incarceration in the county jail for the purpose of having defendant serve this 
discretionary time and the Sheriff shall commit the defendant to serve this time on request of 
the probation officer without further order from the Court. The probation officer shall 
immediately file with the Court a written statement of the reasons defendant has been placed 
in custody, for review by the Court. The probation officer shall have all options available. 
8. Defendant shall not purchase, possess or consume any alcoholic beverages 
while on probation. 
9. Defendant shall not purchase, possess or consume any drug or narcotic unless 
specifically prescribed by a medical doctor. 
10. Defendant shall not frequent establishments where alcohol is the main source 
of income. 
11. Defendant shall not associate with individuals specified by his probation 
officer. 
12. Defendant agrees to tests of blood, breath, saliva or urine or other chemical 
tests for the detection of alcohol andlor drugs at the request of his probation officer, to be 
administered at defendant's own expense. In addition, defendant is to submit to any field 
sobriety evaluations requested by a law enforcement officer and shall submit to any test of his 
blood, breath or urine offered by a law enforcement officer for D.U.I. detection. 
13. Upon request of his probation officer, defendant agrees to submit to polygraph 
examinations administered by qualified examiners and limited in scope to those matters which 
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are calculated to determine whether defendant is complying with the lawful conditions of his 
probation. 
14. Defendant shall enroll in, meaningfully participate and complete any substance 
abuse treatment program identified by his probation officer, including inpatient treatment. 
15. Defendant agrees to waive his Fourth Amendment rights applying to search 
and seizure as provided by the United States Constitution, and to submit to a search by his 
probation officer or any law enforcement officer of his person, residence, vehicle or other 
property upon request. Defendant shall not reside with any person who does not consent to 
such a search. 
16. Defendant shall waive his Fifth Amendment rights to the extent that he must 
answer truthfully all questions of a probation officer reasonably related to compliance or non- 
compliance with the conditions of probation. 
17. Defendant shall waive his Sixth Amendment rights of confrontation in so far as 
the State may use reliable hearsay evidence at any probation violation hearing. 
18. Defendant shall perform one hundred (100) hours of community service and 
pay any fee required. 
19. The defendant has had his driving privileges suspended or resbicted by the terms of 
this order or by prior orders and is advised that in the event defendant should admit to or be found 
guilty of driving without privileges, that the defendant will be considered to have violated a 
fundamental condition of probation and that either a rider or imposition of the underlying sentence 
will take place. 
20. The defendant has had prior opportunities for probation. The defendant is advised 
that this is his final opportunity at probation. Failure to abide by the conditions of probation 
resulting in a motion for probation violation will, if proven or admitted, be considered a violation 
of a fundamental condition of probation which will result either in imposition of a rider or 
imposition of the underlying sentence. 
21. Defendant is advised that time spent on probation is not credited against any 
underlying incarceration (jail time or prison) imposed. ~efendant is at risk for imposition of the 
entire underlving sentence with credit for any time served which was not imposed as a condition of 
. - 
probation no matter how long defendant has been on probation if he violates the terms of probation 
if the violation should be proved or admitted. 
E. THAT THE PROBATIONER, IF PLACED ON PROBATION TO A DESTINATION 
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OUTSIDE THE STATE OF IDAHO, OR LEAVES THE CONFINES OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO WITH OR WITHOUT PERMISSION OF THE DIRECTOR OF PROBATION AND 
PAROLE DOES HEREBY WANE EXTRADITION TO THE STATE OF IDAHO AND ALSO 
AGREES TJUT THE SAID PROBATIONER WILL NOT CONTEST ANY EFFORT BY ANY 
STATE TO RETURN THE PROBATIONER TO THE STATE OF IDAHO. 
The probation agreement is to be hereto attached and by reference made a part hereof. 
This probation shall expire at midnight on May 21,2012, unless otherwise ordered by the 
court. 
The defendant shall receive credit for four hundred forty-eight (448) days served, which 
includes the time spent on the retained jurisdiction program. 
Dated this 22nd day of May, 2008. 
$strict Judge 
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This is to certify that I have read or had read to me and fully understand and accept all the 
conditions, regulations and restrictions under which I am being granted probation. I will abide by 
and conform to them strictly and fully understand that my failure to do so may result in the 
revocation of my probation and commitment to the Board of Correction to serve the sentence 
originally imposed. 
Probationer's Signature 
Date of acceptance 
WITNESSED: 
Probation and Parole Officer 
State of Idaho 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that on the - 617%y of , , 2 0 A ,  I mailed (served) a 
true and correct copy of the within instrument to: 
ADA COUNTY PROSECUTOR 
INTERDEPARTMENTAL MAIL 
ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
LNTERDEPARTMENTAL MAIL 
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTION 
CENTRAL RECORDS 
1299 N. ORCHARD STE. 1 10 
BOISE, IDAHO 83706 
PROBATION AND PAROLE 
LNTERDEPARTMENTAL MAIL 
J. DAVID NAVARRO 
Clerk of the District Court 
By: 
Deputy Court Clerk 
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ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys for Defendant 
200 W. Front, Suite 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 287-7400 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) 
Plaintiff-Respondent, ) 
MICHAEL STEVEN REYNOLDS, 
Defendant-Appellant 
1 
) Criminal No. CR-FE-2007-0000467 
1 
) NOTICE OF APPEAL 
) 
) 
) 
TO: THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENT, GREG BOWER, ADA COUNTY 
PROSECUTOR, AND THE CLERK OF THE ABOVE ENTITLED COURT. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above named Defendant, appeals against the 
State of Idaho to the Idaho Supreme Court from the 
final Decision and Order entered against him in 
the above-entitled action on the 19th day of 
September, 2007, the Honorable Mike Wetherell, 
District Judge, presiding. 
2. That the party has a right to appeal to the Idaho 
Supreme Court, and the Judgment described in 
paragraph one (1) above is appealable pursuant to 
I.A.3. 11 (c) (1). 
3. That the Defendant requests the entire reporter's 
standard transcript as defined in Rule 25(a), 
I.A.R. 
NOTICE OF APPEAL, Page 1 
4. The Defendant also requests the preparation of the 
following additional portions of the reporter's 
transcript: 
Memo/Decision/Order on Motion to 
Suppress filed September 28, 2007 
5. The Defendant requests that the clerk's record 
contain only those documents automatically 
included as set out in I.A.R. 28(b) (2), including 
the Grand Jury Transcript if Indicted, any Jury 
Instructions requested and given, and Pre-Sentence 
Investigation Report. 
6. I certify: 
a) That a copy of this Notice of Appeal has 
been served on the reporter. 
b) That the Defendant is exempt from paying 
the estimated transcript fee because he 
is an indigent person and is unable to 
pay said fee. 
C) That the Defendant is exempt from paying 
the estimated fee for preparation of the 
record because he is an indigent person 
and is unable to pay said fee. 
d) That the Defendant is exempt from paying 
the appellate filing fee because he is 
indigent and is unable to pay said fee. 
e) That service has been made upon all 
parties required to be served pursuant 
to I.A.R. 20. 
7. That the Defendant anticipates raising issues 
including, but not limited to: 
a) Did the District Court Abuse its 
discretion in denying the Defendant's 
Motion to Suppress. 
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DATED This 4th day of June, 2008. 
Attorney for Defendant 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY, That on the 4th day of June, 2008, I mailed 
a true and correct copies of the foregoing, NOTICE OF APPEAL to: 
LAWRENCE G. WASDEN, ATTORNEY GENERAL, and 
HONORABLE JUDGE MIKE WETHERELL'S COURT REPORTER 
by depositing the same in the Interdepartmental Mail. 
/ 
Stephanie ~artynez 
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MO. 
FILED ---. 
R E C E I V E D  ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Attorneys for Defendant JUN 0 5 2008 200 W. Front St., Ste. 1107 
Boise, Idaho 83702 Ma County Clerk 
Telephone: (208) 287-7400 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICI DISTRICT P 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) 
Plaintiff-Respondent, ) Criminal No. CR-FE-2007-0000467 
) 
vs . ) 
) 
MICHAEL S. REYNOLDS, ) ORDER APPOINTING STATE 
) APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Defendant-Appellant. ) ON DIRECT APPEAt 
The above-named Defendant, MICHAEL S. REYNOLDS, being 
indigent and having heretofore been represented by the Ada County 
Public Defender's Office in the District Court, and said 
Defendant having elected to pursue a direct appeal in the above- 
entitled matter; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, AND THIS DOES ORDER, That the Idaho 
State Appellate Public Defender is appointed to represent the 
above named Defendant, MICHAEL S. REYNOLDS, in all matters 
pertaining to the direct appeal. 
DATED This day of June, 2008. 
/ 
~isfrict Judge 
ORDER APPOINTING STATE APPELLATE 1 
PUBLIC DEFENDER ON DIRECT APPEAL 
MOLLY J. HUSKEY 
State Appellate Public Defender 
State of ldaho 
I.S.B. # 4843 
SARA B. THOMAS 
Chief, Appellate Unit 
I.S.B. # 5867 
3647 Lake Harbor Lane 
Boise, ldaho 83703 
(208) 334-271 2 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR ADA COUNTY 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
v. 
MICHAEL STEVEN REYNOLDS, 
Defendant-Appellant. 
CASE NO. H00700467 
S.C. DOCKET NO. 35382 
AMENDED 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
TO: THE ABOVE-NAMED RESPONDENT, STATE OF IDAHO, AND THE 
PARTY'S ATTORNEYS, GREG BOWER, ADA COUNTY PROSECUTOR, 200 
WEST FRONT STREET 3RD FLOOR, BOISE, ID, 83702, AND THE CLERK OF 
THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT: 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above-named appellant appeals against the above-named 
respondent to the ldaho Supreme Court from the Memorandum Decision and 
Order Re: Motion to Suppress entered in the above-entitled action on the 21' 
day of September, 2007, and the Judgment of Conviction and Order Retaining 
Jurisdiction entered in the above-entitled action on the 3rd day of December, 
2007, the Honorable Michael E. Wetherell, presiding. 
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2. That the party has a right to appeal to the ldaho Supreme Court, and the 
judgments or orders described in paragraph 1 above are appealable orders 
under and pursuant to ldaho Appellate Rule (I.A.R.) 1 I(c)(l-10). 
3. A preliminary statement of the issues on appeal, which the appellant then 
intends to assert in the appeal, provided any such list of issues on appeal shall 
not prevent the appellant from asserting other issues on appeal, is: 
a Did the district court err in failing to grant the appellant's motion to 
suppress evidence? 
4. There is a portion of the record that is sealed. That portion of the record 
that is sealed is the Presentence Investigation Report (PSI). 
5. Reporter's Transcript. The appellant requests the preparation of the 
entire reporter's standard transcript as defined in I.A.R. 25(c). The appellant 
also requests the preparation of the additional portions of the reporter's 
transcript: 
a. Motion to Suppress Evidence Hearinq held on September 14, 2007 
(Court Reporter: Laura Whiting, estimated Daaes unknown); 
b. Pretrial Conference Hearinq held on October 11. 2007 (Court 
Reporter: Jean Hirmer, estimated paaes unknown); 
c. Sentencinq Hearing held on November 29. 2007 (Court Reporter: 
Nicole Omsberg, estimated paaes unknown); and 
d. Jurisdictional Review Hearinq held on May 22. 2008 (Nicole 
Omsbera, estimated paaes unknown). 
AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL - Page 2 
6. Clerk's Record. The appellant requests the standard clerk's record 
pursuant to I.A.R. 28(b)(2). The appellant requests the following documents to 
be included in the clerk's record, in addition to those automatically included under 
I.A.R. 28(b)(2): 
a. Transcript of Preliminarv Hearina held on April 3. 2007, and filed on 
July 13,2007; 
b. Anv affidavits, objections, responses, briefs or memorandums, filed 
or lodaed, bv the state, appellant or the court in support of or in 
opposition to the Motion to Suppress includinq, but not limited to, 
the State's Objection and Memorandum in Response to 
Defendant's Motion to Suppress filed Auaust 13. 2007. and 
Addendum to Defendant's Motion to Suppress filed September 5, 
2007; 
c. Stipulation for Plea Aareement filed November 29. 2007; and 
d. Anv exhibits, includina but not limited to letters or victim impact 
statements and other addendums to the PSI or other items offered 
at the sentencina hearing. 
7. 1 certify: 
a That a copy of this Amended Notice of Appeal has been served on 
the Court Reporters, Nicole Omsberg, Jean Hirmer, and Tucker 
and Associates: 
AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL - Pane 3 
b That the appellant is exempt from paying the estimated fee for the 
preparation of the record because the appellant is indigent. (Idaho 
Code §§ 31-3220, 31-3220A, I.A.R. 24(e)); 
c That there is no appellate filing fee since this is an appeal in a 
criminal case (Idaho Code §§ 31-3220, 31-3220A, I.A.R. 23(a)(8)); 
d That arrangements have been made with Ada County who will be 
responsible for paying for the reporter's transcript, as the client is 
indigent, I.C. §§ 31-3220, 31-3220A, I.A.R. 24(e); 
e That service has been made upon ail parties required to be served 
pursuant to 1.A.R 20. 
DATED this 27th day of June, 2008. 
\ I 
MOLLY J. HUSKEY 
State Appellate Public Defender 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I have this 27th day of June, 2008, caused a true 
and correct copy of the attached AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL to be placed 
in the United States mail, postage prepaid, addressed to: 
NICHOLAS WOLLEN 
ADA COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDERS OFFICE 
200 W FRONT ST DEPARTMENT 17 
BOlSE ID 83702 
STATEHOUSE MAIL 
NICOLE OMSBERG 
COURT REPORTER 
ADA COUNN DISTRICT COURT 
200 W FRONT STREET 3RD FLOOR 
BOISE ID 83702 
GREG BOWER 
ADA COUNTY PROSECUTORS OFFICE 
200 WEST FRONT STREET 3RD FLOOR 
BOISE ID 83702 
STATEHOUSE MAIL 
KENNETH K JORGENSEN 
DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL 
CRIMINAL DIVISION 
PO BOX 83720 
BOISE ID 83720 0010 
Hand delivered to Attorney General's mailbox at Supreme Court 
HEATHER R. CRAWFORD 
Administrative Assistant 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
I STATE OF IDAHO* I Supreme Court Case No. 35382 
VS. 
I MICHAEL STEVEN REYNOLDS, I 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
I Defendant-Appellant. I 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
I, J. DAVID NAVARRO, Clerk of the District Court of the Fourth Judicial District of the 
State of Idaho in and for the County of Ada, do hereby certify: 
There were no exhibits offered for identification or admitted into evidence during the 
course of this action. 
I FURTHER CERTIFY, that the following documents will be submitted as 
CONFIDENTIAL EXHEBITS to the Record: 
1. Pre-Sentence Investigation Report. 
I FURTHER CERTIFY, that the following documents will be submitted as EXHIBITS to 
the Record: 
1. Transcript of Preliminary Hearing Held April 3,2007, Boise, Idaho, filed July 13,2007. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal oi'the said 
Court this 25th day of August, 2008. 
J. DAVID NAVARRO 
Clerk of the District Court 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
BY- 
BRADLEV J. Tkiik%! d:,>?::$ 
" I. . ^\ i :> \.,, 
</ .*-. , ,'.A '.$ Deputy Clerk ,yeFqF,\@, -;?$%$$P ,, 
"$9 Y?$;vy)'" 
.\%z&%.;, \ *?j; 
.--, 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICTOF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
VS. 
M I C W L  STEVEN REYNOLDS, 
Defendant-Appellant. 
Supreme Court Case No. 35382 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I, J. DAVID NAVARRO, the undersigned authority, do hereby certify that I have 
personally served or mailed, by either United States Mail or Interdepartmental Mail, one copy of 
the following: 
CLERK'S RECORD AND REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT 
to each of the Attorneys of Record in this cause as follows: 
STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER LAWRENCE G. WASDEN 
ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT 
BOISE, IDAHO BOISE, IDAHO 
J. DAVID NAVARRO 
Clerk of the District Court 
Date of Service: AUG 2 5 2008 
,? 
BY BRADi-EY THiE8 .,>..'"'\- .-.- ,. \: $$i).k%l*"' 
Deputy Clerk , g ~ 3  .i:,s
-3 v@$& \y;%&p?>J 
$iC+., 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICLQL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
Plaintiff-Respondent, I CERTIFICATE TO RECORD 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
MICHAEL STEVEN REYNOLDS, 
Supreme Court Case No. 35382 
I Defendant-Appellant. I 
I, J. DAVID NAVARRO, Clerk of the District Court of the Fourth Judicial District of the 
State of Idaho, in and for the County of Ada, do hereby certify that the above and foregoing 
record in the above-entitled cause was compiled and bound under my direction as, and is a true 
and correct record of the pleadings and documents that are automatically required under Rule 28 
of the Idaho Appellate Rules, as well as those requested by Counsels. 
I FURTHER CERTIFY, that the Notice of Appeal was filed in the District Court on the 
5th day of June, 2008. 
J. DAVID NAVARRO 
Clerk of the District Court 
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